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Population trends are an important indicator of the direction an econ-
omy is taking. We are in a fairly stable, if unspectacular, period of pop-
ulation growth. There are about 1,500,000 Nebraskans today, an increase 
of just over five percent during the last decade. 
The working portion of our population is in the neighborhood of 
660,000, an increase of almost 8.5 percent during the last ten years. 
Unemployment in Nebraska today stands at about 20,000 persons, close 
to three percent. This is somewhat lower than our rate of the early 1960 1 s 
and below the current national average. 
People on welfare in Nebraska, however, total 94,000, more than at 
any time in recent history. 
Despite the unemployed and those on welfare, the latest avai /able 
statistics on annual personal income of Nebraskans show an increase from 
about $3 bi I I ion in 1960 to about $5.6 bi I I ion by 1970, a whopping 86 per-
cent increase. On a per person basis, this means a monthly income of $313, 
up from $176 per month ten years before. 
Our growth in population, our expanding work force, our rising personal 
income, and lower unemployment rate, al I paint a fairly rosy picture of the 
Nebraska economy. Compared to the early /960 1 s we seem to have a healthy 
I 
situation. But do we? 
Here in Omaha, one person in every nine is presently on welfare. 
In the state, we have thousands of elderly citizens on fixed income·s 
who are caught in the squeeze of inflation and increasing taxes. 
I n_t I ati on affects more than ti xed income househo Ids. It ·eats away at 
the purchasing power of everyone I s do I I ars. Institutions as we I I as persona I 
finances are pinched. lntlation was occuring at a I to 1.5 percent annual 
rate as we entered the 1960 1s. In 1970, it climbed into the six percent range. 
There has been some retreat from the 1970 peak. The current rate is about 3.5 
to 4 percent, but this level of inflationary pressures is sti I I too high tor 
a stable economy. 
The wage-price restraints enacted last August by the President were a 
bold attempt to stem inflation. 
Inflation is, of course, a result of other actions. Our inflationary 
economy stems from several sources. A primary one is the U.S. involvement 
in Southeast Asia. The cost of this undeclared war has led to large federal 
budget deficits which fueled the inflationary fires. Even though we are 
withdrawing from Vietnam, our defense commitments continue to distort the 
economy. 
Competition in the money markets, certainly increased by the treasury's 
appetite for funds to run the government, has driven interest rates up. At 
the same time, the federal reserve attempted to hold down inflation by con-
trol ling the expansion of the money supply, further adding to the cost of 
money by making it harder to obtain. 
Institutions and households reacted as expected and cut back on expen-
ditures, saving more of their income in the face of economic uncertainties. 
A I though persona I income increased 7. I percent in 1970, consumers were saving 
7.9 percent of their disposable income. 
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When consumer demand slowed down, the production process began to be 
oversupplied with labor, and unemployment became a problem. Workers who 
were secure demanded wages to cope with the inflationary spiral, and these 
demands, along with other rising costs of production, led to price increases. 
1970 was an economic nightmare. Governmental action in 1971 was a 
necessity. As you know the fol lowing steps were taken: 
- The "freeze" was invoked for 90 days fo I I owed by the pay board and 
price commission. 
The dollar has been devalued by raising the price of gold. 
- Significant changes were made in our trade and tariff relationships 
with other nations. 
Today things have eased a bit: 
- Money is not as -scarce as it was. 
- Interest rates, although sti I I quite high, are off a bit from their peak. 
The rate of inflation is not quite so rapid. 
- Unemployment rates are not climbing this year. 
What does the future hold? I'm sure you've heard or read many economic 
forecasts. You're bound to hear more as election year politics get down to the 
pocketbook issues. 
Al I forecasts must proceed from a set of assumptions, which in reality 
are part of the forecast. These assumptions are not easy to decide on during 
periods I ike the one we're in, but I've made several. Let's start with the 
role of the federal government. 
Vietnam first. We wi I I soon discontinue an active combat role in 
Southeast Asia, perhaps before the end of the year. 
- In other areas of international confrontation, the present stalemate 
wi II continue. 
The federal government wi I I continue attempts to 
achieve fu Iler production and less unemployment. 
have some controls for awhile. 
stabi I ize prices, 
We I re going to 
Federal expenditures wi 11 continue to rise, and deficit spending wi 11 
continue. 
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- Combined government employment wi I I rise despite some efforts to re-
verse an established trend. 
Our population, both nationally and in Nebraska, wi I I continue to grow. 
- Personal income will go up, but the leveler of inflation will persist. 
Based on those general assumptions, Nebraska's economic future and pros-
pects of our citizens will be something like this. 
We' I I grow by about 70,000 people during this decade, approaching I ,560,000 
by 1980. The population wi I I continue to shift from rural to urban areas. Only 
26 counties in Nebraska gained population during the 1960 1 s. Most were pri-
mari ly urban or were located along the interstate highway system. 
According to the census bureau we can expect some rather dramatic changes 
within various age groups between now and 1980. The 25-34 year old group wi 11 
be the fastest growing in Nebraska, increasing by about 40 percent. 
These are the prime years for the formation of families. Their many re-
quirements wi 11 include housing, automobiles, appliances and other consumer 
goods. 
They I I I a I so need jobs. Government w i I I provide some of the expansion in 
employment. Today, one of every seven persons in Nebraska is employed by 
government. This figure wi 11 increase. 
These new households wi I I need a roof over their heads. This sounds en-
couraging for construction employment. During the 1960 1s, over 87,000 new 
dwel I ing units were constructed in Nebraska, but demo I ition, urban renewal, 
highway construction and outright abandonment left a nef gain of only 42,000 
units. 
We are seeing a construction boom in the early '70 1s, a result of demand 
and government pol icy. If the money supply is not cut and interest rates stay 
fairly stable, as many as 100,000 additional housing units wi I I be added in this 
decade with a much higher net gain than in the 1 60 1 s. 
Farm employment wi 11 drop as the 73,000 farms in Nebraska shrink to about 
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60,000 by 1980. The average Nebraska farm, incidentally, had 518 acres in 1960. 
By 1970, it had grown to 659 acres. The average 1980 farm wi I I be even larger. 
There seem to be no particular employment areas that wi I I give more than 
average impetus to our economy during the next few years. However, there are 
two areas that have the potential to create major new occupational groups by the 
end of the 1 70 1 s. One is environment, the other, tourism. 
Cleaning up the environment is already established as apolitical goal 
and is rapidly becoming an economic issue. Nationally, tens of bi I I ions of 
do I I ars w i I I be needed to stop air po I I ut ion, c I ean up the streams and make 
densely populated areas more livable. Nebraska has these problems, too, and 
money, p Ianni ng and manpower w i I I a I I be needed to cope with them. 
This last year, over 13 mi I lion out-of-state travellers crossed Nebraska 
on Interstate-BO. A large number of these were tourists, and for them, Nebraska 
is primarily a place you have to go through to get where you are going. A sur-
µr·ising number are heading west to the nearby vacation areas of Colorado, Wyoming, 
Nevada, South Dakota and Montana. 
Nebraska is now trying to slow these travellers down on their trip across 
the state, getting them to stop for a day or more and see what the state has 
to offer in the way of relaxation, recreation and historical interest. 
Governor Exon, when introducing Nebraska's tourism development plans, 
stated that the tourism industry is already a $150 mi 11 ion-a-year business in 
Nebraska. Holding the tourists who stop in Nebraska for another day, and de-
touring others for only a few hours has the potential of doubling tourism to 
a $300 mi I lion industry in a single travel season. And tourism money is ad-
ditional ly attractive because it comes from outside the state, and creates many 
jobs during a time of the year when students and others are seeking seasonal 
employment. 
But for the most part, as the seventies unfold, most people wi I I continue 
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to be employed in much the same way in Nebraska as they are now. Urban areas 
wi I I continue to grow, and rural population wi I I shrink. 
Personal income, which was last measured at $313 monthly in 1970, wi 11 
average at least $500 per month for every Nebraskan by 1980. 
The growth in government employment wi I I be accompanied by growing tax 
burdens. Although personal income wi I I increase 60-70 percent by 1980, taxes 
wi 11 increase substantially faster. In 1940, per capita taxes--the total of 
al I federal, state, and local taxes of every man, woman, and chi ld--was $96. 
In 1950, they had risen to $337. By 1960, they were up to $628. Today they 
total about $1175 annually. This trend could see a doubling by 1980. 
Despite these increases in taxation, the level of government services 
available to the average citizen may decline, with more emphasis being placed 
on helping individuals most in need. National budget priorities wi II be 
shifted to health, education, job training, social security, housing and environ-
ment, while space, foreign aid and international affairs wi II be de-emphasized. 
These general predictions for the economy aren't really very start! ing 
or revealing, but they are in character with what we can expect. 
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A recent study undertaken by the Center for Urban Affairs involved the. 
construction of a tax model wbich al lows direct intercity comparisons of 
state and local taxes on industrial firms. 1 The study involves the app/ ication 
of the "hypothetical tax bi I I technique" to the measurement of intercity tax 
differentials in 13 different industries and among 41 cities in 31 states. 2 
Under the "hypothet i ca I tax bi I I technique" a mode I corpora ti on is constr-ucted 
to represent an average or typical operating concern. 
Tax bi I Is are based on average financial and operating ratios. These 
ratios were computed from data presented by the Federal Trade Commission and 
Sec,w i ty Exchange Commission in their Quarter I y Fi nanc i a I Report for Manufac-
turing Corpo.rations and supplemented by data from Census of Manufacturers, 
Statistics of Income and Employment Statistics. From these average financial 
ratios, an income statement and balance sheet is constructed. (Since the ba/-
ance sheet and income statements are constructed from data representing exist-
ing industries, they are not necessari Jy characteristic of a firm of any par-
IFirms in the fol lowing manufacturing industries are included in the study: 
Apparel, Leather, Food & Kindred Products, Rubber & Miscellaneous Plastics, 
Printing, Electrical Machinery, Fabricated Metals, Stone, Clay, & Glass, In-
struments, Primary Metals, Transportation Equipment, Chemicals, and Other Ma-
chinery. 
2Cities included in the study are: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Bi II ings, Boise, Chi-
cago, Cincinnati, Cleveland, Counci I Bluffs, Dal las, Denver, Des Moines, Detroit, 
Farg_o, Houston, lndianapol is, Kalamazoo, Kansas City, Mo,, Lincoln, Louisvi / le, 
Los Angeles, Madison, Memphis, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, New York, Oklahoma City, 
Omaha, Phi lade/phi a, Phoenix, Pittsburgh, Portland, Ore., Raleigh, Roanoke, Seattle, 
Sioux Fa/ ls, Spokane, St. Joseph, St. Louis, St. Paul, Tulsa, and Wichita. 
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ti cu I ar size. They are, however, an average of both I arge and sma I I firms in 
each industry, and therefore, representative of each industry as a whole.) The 
same balance sheets and income statements are used for tax computations at al I 
sites, thus al I factors, other than tax costs, are held constant among the al-
ternative locations examined. Information that must be provided prior to esti-
mating tax bills at alternative sites is (I) type and financial size of firm, 
(2) _dollar amount of investment at new site, and (3) estimated out-of-state sales 
from taci I ities at proposed site. 
The table on the next page provides specific comparisons of state and local 
tax bills on a branch plant of an $8,000,000 firm, in all 13 industrial categories. 3 
It is assumed that half of its assets and payrol I are located alternatively at 
each site with 95 percent of its sales made to out-of-state customers. It should 
be noted that the detailed calculations of tax bi I ls are based on state and local 
tax legislation as of July I, 1971. It should also be noted that tax costs in-
eluded are those based on taxes imposed directly on the firm, with no attempt 
made to allow for any tax shifting. In other words, it is assumed that either 
corporations are unable to pass on the burden of higher taxes to others, or 
3 1n addition to providing the information found in the table, the tax model 
a I I ows ranking of each I ocati on from I to 41. The rankings are constructed 
so that lower total tax bi I Is are represented by lower rank. Omaha's posi-
tion varies between 6th and 27th, depending on industry and tax computing as-
sumptions. Omaha's average rank, however, is near the median for the 41 lo-
cations. 
When the 41 cities are divided into three groups according to average rank, 
distinct patterns are noted. For example, geographically, firms with the 
I owest tax bi I Is are, for the most part, I ocated in the southern region of 
the United States, with 7 of I I southern cities ranking in the lowest average 
tax group. On the other hand, 8 of 14 of the highest taxing locations are 
found in the midwest. Eight of the I I remaining midwestern cities (includ-
ing Omaha) are in the next highest group. 
The relative roles of individual taxes also vary according to grouping. For 
example, average property taxes represent a lower percentage of average total 
taxes in the lowest taxing group than in either of the other groups. Cities 
in the middle group, in turn place less relative emphasis on property taxes 
than do cities in the highest taxing group. 
Income taxes represent the largest percentage of total taxes in the lowest 
taxation group, and the smallest percentage in the highest group. This pat-
tern repeats itself with respect to unemployment compensation taxes, but does 
not hold true with respect to the relative role of sales taxes. 
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ESTIMATED TAXES ON A BRANCH PLANT OF,A HYPOTHETICAL FIRM OPERATING !N )3 DIFFERENT MANUFACTURING lNDUSTRIES 4 
YEAR ,, YEAR ,, YEAR 26 
AMOUNT DEVIATIONS AMOUNTS O[VIAT)ONS AMOUNTS DEVIATIONS 
INDUSTRY (THOUSANDS} (THOUSANDS) {THOUSANDS) (THOUSANDS l (THOUSANDS) (THOUSANDS) 
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< ~ w ~ w < ~ w ~ w < ~ ~ ~ w ~ s > s > L s > g > L s s > 0 < < 0 < < 0 < < 
APPAREL 130. I 94.6 159.5 +35.5 -29.4 112.8 89.5 148.8 +23.3 -36.0 74.0 46.9 99.4 +27.1 -25.4 
. LEATHER 122. r 95.7 149.6 +26.4 -27.5 107.3 79. I 137.0 +28.2 -29.7 75.4 44. 7 97.) +30.7 -21.7 
FOOD & KINDRED PRODUCTS 136.4 82.9 144.9 +53.5 -8.5 98.7 69.3 I 19,3 +29.4 -20.6 78, I 55.5 97.4 +22.6 -19.3 
RUBBER & MISC. PLASTICS 131 ,9 78. I 139. I +53.8 -7.2 96.0 6 /. 7 I 13.0 +34.3 -17.0 73.0 43.5 87.6 +29.5.-14.6 
PRINTING 121. 2 69.8 127.7 +51. 4 -6.5 88.5 61 .4 106.6 +27.1 -18. l 64.0 38.1 78.6 +25,9 -14.6 
ELECTRICAL MACHINERY 126.7 74.7 132.0 +52.0 -5.3 99.3 61. 8 lfJ.9 +37.5 -12.6 77.4 4J. 5 86.8 +35.9 -9.4 
OTHER FABRICATED METALS 140.6 75.3 ]43.4 +65.3 -2.8 !05. 7 64.3 120.4 +41 .4 -14.7 81.8 46.6 93.4 +35.2 -I I .6 
STONE, CLAY & GLASS 155.4 79.8 152.7 +75,6 +2.7 103.9 57.3 I 16,3 +46.6 -12.4 79.7 44.5 91.7 +35.2 -12.0 
INSTRUMENTS 133,8 62.7 130.0 +71. I +3.8 96.5 52.3 105.9 +44.2 -9.4 76.3 36.4 84. I +39.9 -7.8 
PRIMARY METALS 151.8 79.2 /46.3 +72.6 +5.5 103.8 51.9 109.5 +51.9 -5.7 83.5 43.2 90.0 +40.3 -6.5 
TRANSPORTATION EQUIP. 136.0 65.6 130,8 +70,4 +5.2 103.7 50.7 107.4 +55.0 -3.7 88, I 42.5 91.4 +45.6 -3.3 
CHEMICALS 143.9 54.0 131,6 +89,9 +12.3 91.9 43,2 99.9 +48.7 -8.0 75.0 35.5 84. I +39.5 -9. I 
OTHER MACHINERY )30.0 61.6 128.0 +68.4 +2.0 95.9 52.0 105.6 +43.9 -9.7 76.0 35.0 83.8 +41.0 -/.8 
4raxes taken into account are state and local qualification, franchise, sales and use, property, corporate income, and 
unemployment compensation taxes. When levied annually special taxes and licenses are included in the estimates of tax bi l Is. 
Nonrecurring taxes during Year I are those taxes levied on purchases of bui /ding materials and equipment which are assumed to 
have been purchased new and at the site. The amounts shown in the Table are based on a corporation with $8,000,000 assets, 
50 percent of property and payrol I a-t the location sit{}, and 95 percent of sale=, rnd<Je Jo out of slate cus'tomers. 
1"roperty taxes are estimated from statutory rates. Unemp I oyment compensation taxes are based on maxi mum rates. 
9.Jnemployment compensation and real property taxes are based on ~verage rates. 
that al I competitors are able to do so to an equal extent. 
During the first year, firms operating in 7 of 13 industries (apparel, 
leather, food, rubber and miscellaneous plastics, printing, electrical machin-
ery, and other fabricated metals) would have paid lower tax bi I ls during 1971 
on a branch plant located in Omaha rather than at the average location site. 
The firms operating in the remaining 6 industries, however, would have paid 
higher taxes on branch operations located in Omaha, in contrast to the aver-
age location. When compared with a branch plant located in the average tax 
jurisdicti.on, tax bi I ls in Omaha range from 18 percent below to 9 percent high-
er during the first ful I year of operations. This represents a tax savings of 
more than $29,000 for a firm in the apparel industry, but an additional tax 
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bi I I of more than $12,000 in the chemical industry. When compared with a plant 
located in the lowest taxing jurisdiction, tax bi I Is in Omaha range from 38 to 
167 percent higher during the first year. That is to say, firms with branch 
operations in Omaha would pay from $26,400 to $75,600 more in taxes than they 
would pay in the lowest taxing jurisdiction. 
During the second year of operation, taxes levied on a branch plant in 
Omaha would be less than the average tor firms operating in al I 13 major indus-
trial categories. In comparison with the location of average taxation, taxes 
in Omaha are from 4 to 36 percent less, using maximum unemployment compensation 
tax rates and statutory property tax rates. They are 4 to 26 percent less when 
unemployment compensation and real property taxes are based on average rates. 
When taxes on a plant in Omaha are compared with those of a plant located in 
the lowest taxing jurisdiction, taxes in Omaha are from 26 to I 13 percent high-
er, using statutory property tax and maximum unemployment compensation tax 
rates. They are 41 to I 17 percent higher when unemployment compensation and 
property taxes are based on average rates. Considering both cases, a plant 
in Omaha would be subject to anywhere from $23,300 to $53,300 more in state 
and local taxes than asimilar plant would pay in the lowest taxing jurisdiction. 
The previous comparisons show that although Omaha may otter lower taxes 
to firms in some industries when compared with average tax bi I Is, taxes are 
consistently higher than in the areas of lowest taxation. The tax advantages 
of industrial location in Omaha then, are relative ones. Of the 13 industrial 
categories, apparel, leather, food and kindred products, rubber and miscel la-
neous plastics, and printing would enjoy the greatest relative tax advantage 
during both the initial and second ful I years of operations. 
A detailed analysis of the tax study wi I I be presented in a forthcoming 
CUA publication. 
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by Ralph H. Todd 
The most rapidly growing major industry, in terms of employment, 
in the Omaha SMSA* is government (exclusive of members of the armed forces). 
According to estimates made by the Nebraska Department of Labor, average 
annual employment increased from 163,050 in 1950 to 235,200 in 1971, an 
increase of 44 percent. Public employment at the same time increased 
from 13, 150 to 33, 100 or by 152 percent. In 1950 I out of every 12 persons 
employed were working for"government; in 1971, I out of 7. 
The employment record of major industries is as fol lows: 
Ci) Agricultural employment declined 4, 150 from 1950 to 1971. As a 
percentage of total employment it was 2.4 percent in 1971, compared to 6.0 
percent in 1950. 
(ii) Manufacturing employment had increased by 6,950 since 1950. However, 
as a percentage of tota I emp I oyment, it represented 15. 8 percent in 1971, 
compared to 18.5 percent in 1950 
Ci ii) The number employed in the construction and mining industry increased 
by 3,250 from 1950 to 1971. As a percentage of total employment it remained 
the same, 4.4 percent. 
(iv) The number employed in transportation, communications and private 
utilities decreased 1,200 over the period, representing 8.6 percent of 
*Includes Douglas and Sarpy Counties in Nebraska and Pottawattamie County 
in Iowa. 
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total employment in 1971 and 13.2 percent in 1950. 
(v) Finance, insurance and real estate increased employment by 6,650. 
As a percentage of total employment, it was 6.4% in 1950, compared to 7.3% 
in 1971. 
(vi ) The number of persons emp I oyed in trade increased by 20, 500. In 
1950, trade occupations comprised 21.4 percent of the total employed, and 
this increased to 23.5 percent tn 1971. 
(vii) Services had increased the number of persons employed by 20,550 
since 1950. As a percentage of total employment it represented 16.4 
percent in 1971, compared to I I. I percent in 1950. 
(vi ii) Government employment was up by 19,950. As a percentage of 
total employment it represented 14.1 percent in 1971, compared to 8.1 
percent in 1950. 
(ix) Other nonagricul'tural employment decreased 350 from 1950 to 1971. 
As a percentage of total employment it represented 10.8 percent in 1950 
compared with 7.4 percent in 1971. 
Between 1960 and 1971 emp I oyment [ nformati:on rs ava [ I ab I e i. n 
' greater detai I. A breakdown of industry employment reveals that ·the 
largest number of persons, 7,250, were added to the payrol Is of local 
government. Employment in education, by far tlte most important element 
in pub I ic employment, added 7,000 to the payrolls. Over tlte same per[od 
of time 6,600 were added to payrol Is of medical and ltealth services 
and 6,050 to eating and drinking estab I ishments. WitlL respect to percen-
tage growth in employment, state government employment experienced the 
greatest growth, 192%, fol lowed by employment in education wltich increased 
130%. Legal and miscellaneous services and eating and drinking places 
both experienced a growth of 108 percent, and medical serv[ces 104 percent. 
From 1960 to 1971 total employment in the Omalta SMSA grew by 
46,800. During this period of time 17,450 employees were added to the 
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payrol Is of wholesale and retai I trade. Eating and drinking places 
were responsible for 6,050 or 35 percent of this gain. Over the same 
period of time employment in services increased by 15,700. The largest 
gains were experienced in business and repair, medical and health, legal 
and miscellaneous services, and educational services. These services 
more than doubled their employment increasing from 13, 100 in 1960 to 
27,100 in 1971. Over the same period of time 12,900 persons were added 
to government payrol Is. In the areas of finance, insurance and real 
estate employment increased by 3,900, with the largest number of employees 
(2, 100) being added to the payrol Is of the insurance industry. 
Industries showing a decrease in employment since 1960 were 
agriculture and manufacturing. A loss of 4,600 employees in the nondurable 
goods industry was attributed largely to a decline in food products employment. 
This loss more than offset the gain of 4,300 employees in the durable goods in-
dustry, which was attributed largely to employment gains in the manufacture 
of machinery and equipment. Employment declines were also experienced in con-
struction and mining, rai I roads, other transportation, and personal services. 
A short summary of employment data is given in the fol lowing table. 
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OMAHA STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA 
ANNUAL AVERAGES 
Employment - Total 
Agricultural 
Nonagricultural Wage & Salary 
Manufacturing 
Durable Goods 
Lumber & Stone, Clay & 
Glass Products 
Furniture & Fixtures 
Metals 
Machinery & Equipment 
Instruments & Misc. Mfg. 
Nondurable Goods 
Food Products 
Meat 
Dairy 
Grain Mi I Ii ng 
Bakery 
Beverages 
Other Food 
Apparel 
Paper & A I Ii ed Products 
Printing & Publishing 
Chemicals 
Petro.,Rub,,Plastic & Leather 
Nonrnanufacturing 
Construction & Mining 
Trans., Comm. & Utilities 
Ra i I roads 
Motor Freight & Warehousing 
Other Transportation 
Communications 
Uti I ities 
Trade 
Wholesale 
Retai I 
General Merchandise 
Food 
Auto Dealers & Gas Stations 
Appare I 
Eating & Drinking Places 
Bldg. Materials, Farm Equip., 
Furn. & Misc. Retai I Stores 
Finance, Insur. & Real Estate 
Finance 
Insurance 
Real Estate 
Services 
Hate Is & Lodgings 
Personal Services 
1971* 
235 ,200 
5, 700 
212, 150 
37, 150 
18,800 
800 
1,600 
3,400 
11,650 
1,350 
18,350 
11, 700 
5,200 
1,350 
I ,800 
1,050 
750 
1,550 
650 
1,050 
3, 150 
1,350 
450 
175,000 
10,450 
20 ,300 
7, 100 
4,200 
2,400 
4,650 
I ,950 
55 ,350 
15, 100 
40,250 
8,300 
5,600 
5, 150 
2,300 
11, 700 
7,200 
17, 150 
5,250 
J0,000 
1,900 
38,650 
2,200 
2,500 
Business & Repair Services 
Amusements Incl. Motion Pictures 
Medical & Health 
7,750 
2,300 
12,950 
Legal & Misc. Services 
Educational Services 
Nonprofit Membership Org. 
Agricultural Services 
Government 
Federal 
State 
Local 
Industry Detai I of Government: 
Education 
Hospitals 
Public Utilities 
Other 
Al I Other Nonagricultural 
Employment 
*Preliminary estimates 
Source: Nebraska Department of Labor 
2,600 
3,800 
3,850 
700 
33, 100 
8,900 
5, 400 
18,800 
12,400 
3,350 
17 ,350 
1969 
225,750 
5,750 
203,200 
39 ,600 
21,050 
1,250 
1,800 
3,800 
12,050 
2, 150 
18,550 
11 ,800 
4,950 
I ,300 
1,600 
1,050 
800 
2, 100 
750 
1,050 
2,950 
I ,450 
550 
163,600 
11, 700 
20,650 
7,650 
4, 150 
2,600 
4,250 
2,000 
50,700 
14,850 
35,850 
7,500 
5, 100 
4,850 
2,750 
9,000 
6,650 
16, 150 
5,000 
9,400 
I, 750 
35,400 
1,950 
2, 750 
7,050 
2, 100 
11,050 
2,300 
3,600 
3,950 
·550 
29,000 
9, ]50 
4, 150 
15,700 
10,000 
3, 100 
2,900 
13,000 
16,800 
1967 
2! I ,800 
5,900 
189, 150 
37 ,850 
17,750 
I, 150 
1,400 
3,600 
10,050 
1,550 
20, JOO 
13,550 
7, 150 
1,350 
1,450 
950 
850 
1,800 
750 
900 
2,850 
I ,550 
500 
151,300 
10,300 
20,600 
8, 100 
3,750 
2,750 
4 ,200 
1.~uu 
46,850 
14,400 
32, 450 
6,450 
5, 150 
4,400 
2,350 
7,700 
6,400 
15, 100 
4,450 
8,900 
I, 750 
31 ,550 
2,050 
2,850 
6,050 
1,900 
9,200 
2,050 
3, 150 
3,800 
500 
26,900 
8,650 
2,600 
15,650 
9,400 
2, 750 
2,850 
11 ,900 
16,750 
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1965 
199,000 
6, 150 
175, 100 
35,700 
15,700 
I, 100 
1,200 
3,200 
8,550 
1,650 
20,000 
13,900 
7 ,500 
1,350 
1,300 
I, 150 
900 
I, 700 
650 
750 
2,700 
I ,550 
450 
139,400 
10,550 
20,050 
8,400 
3,500 
2,650 
3,850 
I ,b5U 
42,650 
13,400 
29,250 
5,300 
4,800 
4,250 
2,000 
6,550 
6,350 
14,550 
4,200 
8,400 
I ,950 
27,550 
2,250 
2,750 
4,650 
I, 700 
8, 150 
I, 700 
2,300 
3,600 
450 
24,050 
8,000 
2,350 
13, 700 
8,050 
2,450 
2,800 
10,750 
17, 750 
1960 
188,400 
7 ,050 
162,400 
37 ,450 
14,500 
1,050 
900 
3, 100 
7,750 
1,700 
22,950 
17,200 
10,400 
1,400 
1,300 
1,800 
900 
1,400 
600 
750 
2,500 
I ,400 
500 
124,950 
10,600 
20, 100 
9,250 
3,650 
2,850 
3,000 
1,350 
37 ,900 
12,300 
25 ,600 
4,700 
3,950 
3,550 
1,900 
5,650 
5,850 
13,250 
3,700 
7 ,900 
1,650 
22,950 
2,050 
2,550 
3,600 
1,600 
6,350 
1,250 
1,900 
3,250 
400 
20, 150 
7,750 
1,850 
I 0,550 
5,400 
2,000 
2,700 
I 0,050 
18,950 
1955 
174,000 
7,450 
148,600 
33, 550 
12, 100 
1,350 
l, 700 
2,000 
115,000 
7,750 
23,350 
35,350 
12,500 
22,850 
12,300 
20, 150 
16, 100 
17,900 
1950 
163,050 
9,850 
135,500 
30,200 
11,950 
1,400 
1,250 
2,050 
105,300 
7,200 
21 ,500 
34,850 
12,600 
22,250 
10,500 
18, 100 
13, 150 
17,700 
--, 
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"I onstruction Activity Through the 
Recession: Omaha and 
e United States Compared 
by Keith K. Turner 
This report provides some analysis of how the recession period of 
November, 1969 to November, 1970 affected construction activity in Omaha. 
The behavior of certain measures of Omaha construction activity is compared to 
the behavior of selected data for the United States where they are available. 
In some cases, the data for Omaha are not strictly comparable to the U.S. 
data, but the latter serve to make some approximate comparisons at least. 
The four years from 1968 through the months of 1971 for which data are avai I-
able, are used to provide perspective. 
On the national scene, at least, the stage was set for an expansion 
of residential construction. The shortage of housing has been a persistent 
problem. The recession and subsequent effects on the avai labi I ity of financ-
ing, coupled with some downward movement of interest rates, have led to con-
siderable expansion. 
Residential construction has played an important role in the expansion-
ary process nati ona 11 y. Usua I I y, as the rest of the economy softens in 
recession, the movements of the money market favor the residential construe-
tion industry. Nonresidential construction, on the other hand, tends to be-
have like other investment, such as expenditures for plant and equrpment, 
since much nonresidential construction is in fact part of that series. 
The movements of the time series for both Omaha and the Untted States 
are shown against the backdrop of the recession period, fndtcated on the 
charts by the vertical band. The left side of this band marks the peak of 
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general business activity for the U.S., as designated by the Nattonal Bureau 
of Economic Research. The NBER officially "cal Is the turns" of the bustness 
cycle. The right side of the vertical band marks the trougb of general busi-
ness. The nation's economy in general peaked in November 1969 and troughed 
in November 1970. 
Building Permits 
Time series plotted in Chart I include Building Permits, in terms 
of numbers of units, for the U.S. and Omaha. The movement of the total 
bui I ding permits series for the U.S. indic3tes the slackening of intended 
construction prior to the peak of economic activity in November 1969. The 
resurgence in this measure of future construction has been remarkable and 
has justified predictions of a housing boom. This series represents a 
total of al I kinds of permits. It is seasonally adjusted and projected 
in terms of annual rates by the Department of Commsrce. 
A measure somewhat more comparable to the data available for Omaha, 
is the U.S. series of Housing Starts in metropolitan areas, shown in Chart I. 
This series portrays resident i a I construction as it is begun. It is not 
adjusted for seasonal influences. Hence, it can be roughly compared to 
the Omaha residential building permits series, shown in the lower part of 
Chart I, to the extent that the issuance of the permit and the start of the 
work coincide. 
The Omaha Total Permits series shows the strong upward gain through the 
recession that is exhibited by the U.S. Total series. The two fewer series 
in Chart I help explain the behavior of the tota·I. Although Omaha residential 
permits receded sharply at the usual winter seasonaJ dip in conjunction with 
the onset of the recession, they rebounded during the summer of the recession 
year and achieved a peak greater than that of the two previous years. The 
residential permits series shows even greater increase in 1971. This sector 
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BUILDING PERMITS, OMAHA AND U.S., 1969-71 
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U.S. Total, SA1 
at Annual Rates 
Scale C 
U.S. Housing Starts 
in Metro Areas 
NSA2 
Scale B 
Omaha Total 
NSA2 
Scale A 
Omaha Residential 
NSA2 
Scale A 
Omaha Non-residential 
NSA2 
Scale A 
r 
' I
contributed heavily to the sharp increase in the total. 
During the same time, permit data show that nonresidential construction 
intentions slipped markedly, relative to residential building. The peak a-
chieved in permits during the recession was not significantly greater than 
the high for 1969. During 1971, however, the spring high point of permits 
issued was 30% greater than the recession-year high. 
In the immediate past recession period, the relative gain of nonresi-
dent i a I construction has been great. In sum, expansion in Omaha bu i Id i ng 
intentions, as measured by building permits during the recession year and 
into the post recession year, was strong. Precjse comparison is difficult 
since the U.S. data are seasonally adjusted and the Omaha data are not. 
Since spring, however, Omaha permits have slackened considerably. 
Building Permit Doi lar Value 
The bui I ding permit data in Chart I I, in terms of dollar value rather 
than the number of permits issued, show that the nonresidential sector again 
lacks sustained growth through the four year period under consideration. 
Residential permit dollar valuation has experienced the largest gain since 
1968. There were two periods of expansion in 1971, one in the spring and 
another in late summer. 
The to I I owing tab I e containing the year I y tota Is for the two component 
sectors of the industry shows more clearly the longer-run behavior. 
The value of residential permits for 1971 increased during the past recession 
period relative to the two previous years. Nonresidential value, however, 
has contiFJued to s I ide over the period shown. 
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Residential 
Nonresidential 
Total 
Omaba Bui I ding Permits, Dollar Valuation 
Annual Totals 
in 1vJ i I I ions of Do I I a rs 
1968 1969 1970 
$34.5 $26.8 $24.6 
50.0 36.0 36.8 
$84.5 $62.8 $81. 4 
1971 
$49 .6 
33.7 
$83.3 
Source: Computed from data provided by Omaha Permits and Inspection Division. 
Construction Employment 
Construction emp I oyment is shown in the upper ha If of Cha rt I I . 
The employment series is not seasonally adjusted and thus shows winter 
dips and summer highs. Although not shown here before 1968, construction 
employment in Omaha historically has tended to average about 10,500 workers 
annually, and has fluctuated with a definite seasonal pattern. Actually 
the employment series in this case tel Is more about current activity than 
does the permit series. The strength of employment in 1969 reflects the lag 
between permit issuance and work actua I I y being done. In this case the 
bulge in 1969 employment reflects the December 1968 peak in nonresidential 
building permits. Similarly the continued strength of employment over 12,000 
in 1970 is the result of the permits peak in December 1969 and March of 1970. 
The dee I i ne of emp I oyment into 1971 is pr i mar i I y the resu It of the decrease 
in permit dollar valuation in late 1970 after the peak has been worked off, 
although some unsettled labor situations also may have been a contributing 
factor. The substantial increase in residential permits in mid-1971 will 
undoubtedly result in an improved employment picture in early 1972. 
Estimates of Value Put-in-Place 
The bui I ding permit data only indicate intentions, and taken alone 
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CHART II 
CONSTRUCTION EMPLOYMENT AND BUILDING PERMITS DOLLAR VALUE 
OMAHA 1968-711 
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1All data are not seasOnally adjusted. 
T 
1970 
I\ I 
I \ I 
) \I 
~ 
n 
I 
I I 
1971 
I 
I 
I 
Employment 
Residcntinl 
Non-residential 
do not provide i ntormat ion as to the do I I ar va I ue of work actua I I y under-
way during any one month, Permit data do provide a basis tor estimates of 
work in progress or what is referred to as estimates of value put-in-place. 
These kinds of estimates, in essence, convert intentions into actualities 
and measure dollar volume of activity underway by month. In other words, 
the permit values or contracts awarded in any one month are al located to the 
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fol lowing months during which the construction takes place. These kinds 
of estimates provide a much clearer picture of the levels of activity actu-
ally in progress. In Chart 111, U.S. series can be compared to Omaha series 
against the background of the recession period. 
Compare the Omaha nonresidential permit-do[ lar-value series of Chart I I 
with that series in Chart I I I. Note, for example, that the peak of nonresi-
dential permit value of December 1968 in Chart I I is spread over the mon~hs 
of 1969 in Cha rt I I I . The do I I a r va I ues in 1969 dee I i ned substant i a I I y from 
1968, as the preceding table (Omaha Bui [ding Permits, Doi lar Valuation) in-
dicated .. Consequently, the value-in-place series shows this decline into 
early 1970. While in Chart I I there are noticeable highs in November 1969 
and March 1970, these are partially offset by decreases and the resulting 
aggregate dollar valuation for 1970 is only slightly more than for 1969. 
The activity estimates then show the peaks of the spring of 1970 (Chart I I) 
as improvement in late 1970 (Chart I I I). The resurgence of the residential 
category of permit valuations in Apri I 1971 (as in Chart 11) causes the 
Omaha-total series in Chart I I I to grow rapidly later in the summer of 1971. 
The relationship between the employment series and the estimates of 
value put-in-place are affected by I) the mix of residential and nonresiden-
tial building in any one month, 2) the fact that the employment series contains 
workers emp I oyed in tha nontlu i Id rng construcHon category, 31 I ab.or dtsputes. 
The point is that estimates of value-in-place provide a better overal I pic-
ture of activity than does either employment or intention as expressed by 
permits. 
The Composition of Omaha Residential Construction 
The composition of the Omaha Residential category of construction is 
i I lustrated in Chart IV. The upper two series in the chart indicate the 
dollar value of the bui !ding permits for Apartments and for One-Family 
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CHART III 
CONSTRUCTION VALUE 
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1U.S, Total includes non-building construction. 
2Non-farm. 
3Except farm and public utilities. 4All data are not seasonally adjusted. 
Dwellings. The lower two series show the number of permits issued for 
these two categories of construction. Building permit data show the num-
ber of apartment buildings to be constructed. The number of I iving un[ts 
is a I so reported. The two upper series indicate tbat tbe do I I ar va I ues 
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CHART IV 
OMAHA ONE FAMILY AND APARTMENTS 
UNITS AND PERMIT DOLLAR VALUE 1968-71 1 
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1All data are not seasonally adjusted. 
Apartments 
Dollar Value 
One Family Dwellings 
Dollar Value 
Apartment 
Living Units 
One Family 
Dwelling Units 
more closely describe the relative importance of the two categortes. In 
fact, during the recessionary period the apartment-type bui ld1ng fared 
no better in terms of dollars than single family units. Late tn tbe re-
cession year and later in 1971, apartment units gained, relative to stngle 
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dwel I ings. Recent apartment indications are that expansion may be slowing 
down in Omaha. Nationally, the entire housing expansion may be slowed by 
late 1972. 
Summary 
In summary, construction in Omaha behaved nearly the same as the U.S. 
sector through the recession. The Omaha residential building-permit series 
compared rather closely, in terms off luctuations, with the U.S. housing-
starts series. Nonresidential construction in Omaha has been relatively weak. 
While the residential sector showed gains during and after, the recession 
period, nonresidential construction did not experience comparable growth. 
It is quite probable that this weakness has unfavorably affected employment 
in the industry. Estimates of construction value put-in-place help to ex-
plain the contribution of the sectors to employment and to explain the timing 
of fluctuations in employment. The dollar valuations for apartment I iving 
units are perhaps more helpful than numbers of units in interpreting the re-
lative significance of the two major components of the residential section. 
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Medical and Other Health Professions 
l~r 1n the Omaha SMSA 
by Robert P. McCune 
The United States, the Nixon administration warned in a series of state-
ments last year, is on the verge of a "massive crisis" in health care. Although 
the U.S. devotes a greater share of resources to health care than do many other 
countries, it lags behind several large industrialized societies in primary in-
dices of health. This lag in services dealing with the mental and physical we/ I-
being or the citizenry of America can be attributed to three factors; a growing 
shortage of doctors, an uneven distribution of avai /able medical services, and 
spiraling medical costs. The purpose of this report is to discuss briefly the 
first two factors as they relate to the State of Nebraska and, more particularly, 
to the Omaha SMSA. 
Excluding the cost factor, the serious and growing defects in American medi-
cine range from shameful efforts at prevention--in which the patient is partly 
at fault--to a Jack of manpower, equipment and facilities, in which the patient 
is clearly a victim. From the potential patient's point of view, this translates 
to a fear that he wi II not find a doctor in an emergency, that he will receive 
inferior care, and that his rights as a consumer wi 11 be ignored by physicians 
and other health professionals. A Harris pol I taken in mid-1970 stated that 64 
per cent of those surveyed--nearly seven of every ten peop le--bel ieved that "most 
doctors don't want you to bother them." 
These fears are wel I founded. Many Americans, even when they can pay, can-
not find a doctor. While this situation may hold true for a large part of the 
State of Nebraska, it is not an accurate description of the availability of health 
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services in the Omaha SMSA. 
A comparison of the estimated 1970 employment statistics for the State of 
Nebraska with statistics tor the Omaha SMSA, shows that 78 per cent of those 
workers employed in medical and other health professions are located within 
the Omaha metropolitan area. In terms of the population in general, 34.4 per 
cent of the inhabitants of Nebraska (and Pottawattamie County, Iowa) reside in 
the Omaha SMSA. I (See Tab le I.) 
Table 
Employment Job Opportunities 1970-75 
Medical and other Census Est. Est. Net 
Health professions2 1960 1970 1975 Total Growth Replacement 
State of Nebraska 10,392. 14,927 17,032 5,055 2, I 05 2,950 
Omaha SMSA3 6,350 I I ,6754 14,2005 
Employment in 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 
Omaha SMSA 6,350 6,900 7, I 00 7,600 7,900 8, 150 
1966 1967 1968 1969 
8,550 9,200 IO, 100 11 ,050 
lu.s. Bureau of Census data: Nebraska population, 1960: 1,411,330; Omaha SMSA, 
457,873; Pottawattamie County Iowa, 83, 102; Nebraska population, 1970: 1,483,493; 
Omaha SMSA, 540, 142; Pottawattamie County Iowa, 86,991. 
211 Nebraska Department of Labor, Division of Employment: Preliminary Projections, 
1970." An unpub I ished working paper. 
3omaha SMSA Labor Force Summary: Annual Averages 1960-1969. 
4Calculated on an annual average increase of 525 during the 1960-1969 period. It 
the employment growth trend over the 1967-1969 period for health services holds, 
the projected I 1,675 workers for 1970 would be increased by nearly 1000 workers. 
The increase seems realistic in I ight of recent interest shown in pub I ic health 
p Ianni ng and hea I th service professions at both the state and tedera I I eve Is. 
Subsequent projections for 5 and 10 year intervals also would have to be adjusted. 
The Fourth Count data from the 1970 U.S. Census wi I I substantiate or disprove this 
trend. 
5Five year projection based on annual average increase. 
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It is obvious that as the Omaha metropolitan area gains population relative 
to the State of Nebraska (a net gain of 3.8 per cent above the 30.6 per cent re-
siding in the Omaha SMSA in 1960), the number of those employed in health care 
delivery systems is increasing at an even greater rate. The Omaha SMSA employed 
78 per cent of health service workers in Nebraska in 1970, up from 63.5 per cent 
in 1960. If the 1975 projections are reliable, that figure wi 11 increase to 83.5 
per cent by 1975. 
If it is assumed that the quality of health care is directly related to the 
number of doctors and related professions (an assumption which should be ques-
tioned), the qua I ity of health services in the Omaha SMSA should continue to im-
prove; improving, however, at the expense of the rural areas. For example, in 
1960 the State of Nebraska had one worker employed in the health professions for 
every 141.5 restdents while the Omaha SMSA had one for every 72.1 residents. 
In 1970 that ratio shifted to I per 100 residents statewide as opposed to I per 
46.5 residents in the metropol [tan area. 
It should not be surprising that the Omaha SMSA w[th its two university 
medical schools, pub I ic and private hospitals, and numerous clinics would attract 
large numbers of health professionals in this day of specialization. It does 
not, however, alter the fact that 13 counties in Nebraska have no resident phy-
sician. And Nebraska is better off than most of the upper mid-western states. 
Nor does it mean that the Omaha area receives adequate health care. Table 
11, "Health and Medical Education in Nebraska by Earned Degrees", shows the num-
ber of potential health care employees by specialty, degree, and year of gradu-
ation. Table 111, "Nursing and Related Health Services", shows that nurses--
registered and practical--nursing aides, and technicians of al I types have I it-
tie difficulty in obtaining employment. 
Yet numbers may be deceiving, particularly when applied to I icensed physi-
cians. A survey conducted by the American Medical Association in 1970 stated 
that of the 318,000 M.O. 's in the United States, only 203,000 actually were 
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treating patients. The others were retired, in training or administrative posts, 
in ful I-time teaching or research, or in positions not involved with the dispen-
sing of medical care. The survey also showed that about 25 per cent of recent 
medical school graduates did not wish to become directly involved with patients. 
This trend is taking place at a time when the ful I extent of the demand for im-
proved medical care is just beginning to emerge. Neighborhood clinics, pub I ic 
school health programs, and federal programs such as "Medicare" are greatly ex-
panding the demand. 
The citizenry of the Omaha SMSA can be comforted by the fact that good health 
j care is read i I y ava i I ab I e. It must not be mis I ed, however, by the numbers of 
ii ;I hea I th service personne I being trained in the Omaha SMSA and its surrounding 
1i: ' 1 
i, area. The 25 percent not wishing to become direct I y i nvo I ved with patients is II 
11 ! probably greater in Omaha than in some other areas because the two medical 
schoo Is and such outstanding I oca I programs as cardiac and cancer research tend 
to make teachers, administrators, and researchers out of potent i a I practicing 
1;i 
i' physicians. In addition, the degree of out-migration of trained professionals 
is a factor which reduces the number of potential practicing physicians in this 
region. 
Finally, in order to more accurately measure the efficiency of health care 
delivery systems in the Omaha SMSA, additional data on hospital-patient ratios, 
welfare recipients and other social services activities should be examined. The 
role of "clinics" also must be included. Such data is probably available but 
was not inc I uded in the scope of this study. It offers, however, great poten-
tial for further study. 
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Table 11 
HEALTH AND MEDICAL EDUCATION IN NEBRASKA 
by Earned Degrees 
CREIGHTON UNIVERSITY 
School of Pharmacy 
B.S. in Pharmacy 
School of Dentistry 
Doctor of Dental Surgery 
School of Medicine 
Doctor of Medicine 
College of Arts and Sciences 
B.S. in Medical Technology 
B.S. in Nursing 
B.S. in Radiologic Technology 
DANA COLLEGE 
--B.S. in Pre-medical, Pre-
dental, Pre-veterinary 
Medical Arts 
DOANE COLLEGE 
--B. S. in Hea I th Professions 
KEARNEY STATE COLLEGE 
B.S.°Jri!Tealth Professions 
NORTHEASTERN NEBRASKA COLLEGE 
Two-year Medical Secretarial Diploma 
One-year Certificate in Practical Nursing 
OMAHA NEBRASKA TECHNICAL COLLEGE 
--Pr act i ca I Nursing 
Nurse Aide 
Dental Assisting 
THE COLLEGE OF SAINT MARY 
B.S. in Med~Record Science 
B.S. in Medical Technology 
UNION COLLEGE 
--B.S. in Medical Technology 
B. S . i n Nu rs i ng 
UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA 
Medical Center 
Doctor of Medicine 
B.S. in Nursing 
B.S. in Medicine 
B.S. in Medical Technology 
Certificate in Radiologic Technology 
B.S. in Radiologic Technology 
Associate in Radiologic Technology 
M.S. in Psychiatric Nursing 
M.S. in Medical Science 
Ph.D. in Medical Science 
UNL 
Doctor of Dental Surgery 
B . S . i n Med i c i ne 
B.S. in Pharmacy 
M.S. in Pharmacy 
M.S. in Clinical Dental Science 
B.S. in Dental Hygiene 
Certificate in Dental Hygiene 
B.S. in Dentistry 
B.S. in Health Education 
B. S. in Nursing 
UNO 
B. S, in Nursing 
B.S. in Medical Technology 
B. S. in Hea I th Professions 
WAYNE STATE COLLEGE 
--B.s:-Tri" Medical Technology 
1970-71 
31 
44 
73 
22 
36 
7 
7 
4 
46 
155 
207 
25 
7 
3 
2 
25 
87 
66 
13 
34 
7 
3 
I 
4 
59 
8 
64 
13 
12 
7 
4 
3 
6 
9 
3 
1969-70 
26 
48 
73 
14 
39 
10 
20 
6 
4 
I 
25 
94 
42 
24 
32 
5 
3 
I 
2 
I 
42 
49 
I 
13 
14 
4 
19 
4 
23 
3 
1968-69 
34 
43 
66 
16 
30 
8 
5 
6 
17 
80 
32 
27 
42 
5 
36 
58 
2 
13 
13 
3 
3 
1967-68 
33 
43 
61 
25 
46 
4 
Table 11 was compiled from the responses to questionnaires circulated by the Center for Urban Affairs. 
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Tab le l l 1 
NURSING AND RELATED HEALTH SERVICES 
by Enrollment, Number of Graduates, and Placement 
Name of 
Institution 
Bi shop CJ arkson Memor i a I Hosp i ta I 
School of Medical Technology 
School of Nursing 
Blair College of Medical and 
Dental Assistants 
Medical 
Dental 
Creighton Memorial St. Joseph Hospital 
School of Nursing 
lmmanual Hospital 
School of Nursing 
Lincoln General Hospital 
School of Nursing 
Nebraska Methodist Hospital 
Schoo J of_ Nursing 
Omaha Nebraska Technical College 
School of Dental Assisting 
Practical Nursing 
Nursing Aide 
St. Francis Hosp i ta I 
School of Nursing 
West Nebraska General Hospital 
Schoo) of Nursing 
Total 1970-71 
Enrollment 
9 
144 
60 
40 
219 
123 
156 
276 
57 
338 
217 
90 
84 
1970-71 
Graduates 
9 
40 
59 
40 
68 
34 
40 
75 
25 
1·55 
207 
26 
84 
Gradu·ates 
Employed 
9 
40 
59 
40 
68 
NA 
40 
75 
25 
NA 
NA 
26 
84 
Graduates Employed Through 
Institutional Placemeot Offices 
40 
58 
39 
45 
32 
7 
Tab-let[[ was compiled from the responses to questionnaires circulated b.y th.e Center for Urban Affairs. 
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Education at any level has become a complex and costly enterprise. 
The colleges and universities are increasing their demands on I imited state 
and federal financial resources. Elementary and secondary systems are al-
most beyond the upper I imits of local property tax revenues. There are 
also the problems of financing private and parochial schools, providing 
quality education, and correcting the social imperfections of society 
through education. 
The public reads constantly about per pupi I expenditures, the spiral-
ing cost of education, and capital construction budgets. Yet it knows 
little about year to year benefits derived by both the participants in 
educational programs and society at large. The purpose of the compilation 
of statistical data offered here is to provide the public with accurate 
The data presented are divided into two sections. The first section i 
i, information on enrollment patterns, trends and areas of concentration. 
dea Is with e I ementary and secondary enro I I men ts in the Omaha SMSA inc I ud i ng 
basic information on "dropouts." The second section concentrates on higher 
education at both the Omaha SMSA and state levels and focuses on enrol I-
ment patterns and degrees conferred. The data provided herein is presented 
as pub I ic information and the Center for Urban Affairs accepts responsibility 
for its accuracy. 
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NEBRASKA PUBLlC SCHOOLS 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA 
District No. District Elementary* Secondary 
Omaha 36,302 25,710 
8 Elk City-Valley 35 6 
10 EI khorn 468 375 
I I Waterloo 108 114 
15 Water I oo 30 2 
'\, 
17 Mi I lard 3, 106 I, 428 
l 
22 Portal 18 5 
23 Va I ley 20 7 
24 Va I ley 38 13 
27 EI khorn 16 
32 Forence Sta ti on 49 
33 Va I ley City 390 319 
37 Gretna 519 386 
•, 39 Gretna 6 3 
41 EI khorn 24 
46 Springfield 448 342 
54 Ralston 2, 123 I ,385 
. o 59 Bennington 229 191 
- I 66 Westside 5, 300 4,572 
67 District 67 41 6 
Be I levue 6, 192 4,561 
Papi I Ii on 2,338 I, 41 O 
Nebraska Pub I ic Tota I 57,840 40,848 
*Includes a total kindergarten enrollment of 9,300. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS - K-8 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA, FALL 1970 
Grade Level 
District Schoo I 
k 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
# Omaha Public 6,238 5,482 5, 131 4,923 5,028 4,754 4,746 4,526 4,51 & 
# 8 Elk City- 3 3 5 5 8 4 7 5 
Va I ley 
#10 EI khorn 57 53 74 71 66 77 70 81 65 
Pub Ii c 
# 11 Water I oo 13 15 12 20 10 20 18 20 21 
Pub Ii c 
#15 Waterloo 3 2 3 6 4 4 3 2 
#17 Mi 11 ard 494 521 444 465 431 384 367 310 262 
Pub I ic 
#22 Portal 2 3 4 4 2 3 2 3 
#23 Va I ley 3 4 2 4 4 3 3 4 
#24 Val IBy 5 6 4 6 4 3 10 7 6 
#27 EI khorn 2 4 2 2 2 3 
#32 FI orence 4 8 8 4 8 13 4 
Station 
#33 Va I ley 53 55 64 50 50 56 62 55 51 
Pub I ic 
#37 Gretna 57 70 78 82 79 71 82 70 83 
#39 Gretna 2 2 
#41 EI khorn 3 4 4 6 2 2 3 
#46 Springfield 59 69 56 58 73 63 77 61 67 
#54 Ralston 373 322 326 305 293 256 248 295 254 
#59 Bennington 28 27 30 27 44 32 41 30 30 
#66 Westside 796 687 718 744 796 767 792 779 804 
Community 
#67 2 8 6 6 9 4 6 5 
Bellevue 787 835 890 872 927 939 942 965 877 
Papi I Ii on 320 380 356 332 344 294 312 304 269 
Total-Douglas 
and Sarpy 
Counties, 
NE 9,300 8,555 8,216 7,992 8, 186 7,751 7,800 7,514 7,325 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS - K-8 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA, FALL 1970 (continued) 
Grade Level 
Scbool District K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
AvoHa 39 60 49 47 47 51 44 55 44 
Community 
Carson- 39 44 36 40 32 42 34 50 48 
Macedonia 
Counci I Bluffs 1131 1260 /308 1281 1333 1234 1185 1121 1181 
Community 
Lewis Centra I 253 270 221 280 256 285 216 230 223 
'I 
'f Oak/ and 69 69 67 56 50 71 51 39 58 
Community 
Treynor 31 45 29 46 38 50 50 37 40 
Community 
Tri-Center 61 63 70 90 82 80 69 76 83 
Community 
Underwood 42 68 66 65 58 57 61 51 65 
Community 
Walnut 18 31 28 23 24 21 31 23 28 
Community 
Subtotals 
Pottawattamie 
County, IA /683 1910 1874 1928 1920 /89 J 1741 1682 1770 
Total 
A JI SMSA 10983 /0465 10090 9920 10106 9642 9541 9/96 9095 
Pub I i c Schoo Is 
Ii 
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i' PUBLIC SCHOOLS - 9-12 Ii ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA, FALL 1970 
I I 
'i: 
:, ,, 
Grade Leve I 
School Districts 9 10 11 12 Total Graduated 
Be I I ev ue Pub I i c 801 681 661 576 556 
Elkhorn Pub I ic 62 65 57 45 44 
Mi I I a rd Pub I i c 255 227 183 191 191 
Omaha Pub I ic 4709 4426 4016 3515 3175 
; Papi I I ion Pub I i c 260 231 193 153 151 ii 
I Ralston 279 197 175 185 182 
I Valley Public 54 53 65 41 41 ;1 
\~ater loo Pub I i c 24 14 17 18 21 
District #37 67 51 63 52 52 
District #46 57 65 49 43 41 
'I District #59 36 42 29 24 24 
I'' 
District #66 768 788 734 699 646 
.'I' 1,; 
'I Subtotals, Douglas & 7372 6840 6242 5542 5124 
ii I Sarpy Counties, NE 
AvoHa Community 55 58 44 62 60 
Carson-Macedonia 45 55 41 40 40 
Counci I Bluffs Community I 124 1045 941 872 867 
,[ 
Lewis Central 188 183 127 141 131 
Oakland Community 60 44 53 47 47 
1
1
1 
Treynor Community 37 43 40 37 38 
Tri-Center Community 76 73 67 69 71 
ii Underwood Community 52 50 47 38 37 
Ii Walnut Community 28 30 33 28 27 
I Subtotals, Pottawattamie 1665 1581 1393 1334 1318 County, IA 
Totals, Al I SMSA Pub Ii c 9037 8421 7635 6876 6442 
Schools 
Fa I I , 1969 8999 8275 7682 6842 6155 
36 
.. 
School or District 
Counci I Bluffs 
AvoHa 
IOWA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA 
Carson - Macedonia 
Oakland Community 
Treynor 
Tri -Center 
Underwood 
Walnut 
Lewis Central 
Iowa Public Total 
Elementary* 
8, 732 
337 
267 
433 
289 
515 
417 
176 
I, 781 
12,947 
*Includes a total kindergarten enrollment of 1,683. 
School or District 
Holy Family 
Merged Parochial 
IOWA PRIVATE SCHOOLS 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA 
St. Albert Catholic 
Iowa Private Total 
Iowa Tota I Enrollment 
37 
Elementary 
180 
342 
522 
13,469 
Secondary 
6,294 
318 
279 
326 
244 
454 
313 
190 
I ,092 
9,510 
Secondary 
60 
145 
573 
778 
10,288 
·I'!. 
'' '' 
I 
I' i 
itil: 
iii 
,,11, 
1.\1.'1,'. 1. 
1
l1i 
1
,1', 
·i:.,i,1 
1
11 
,1
,, .. , 
·]'1.1 .. · 
i 
I, : 
School or District 
Archbishop Rummel 
Archbishop Ryan 
Assumption 
Blessed Sacrament 
Boys Town 
Browne I I Ta I bot 
Cardinal Spel Iman 
Cathedral 
Christ the King 
Creighton Prep 
Cross Lutheran 
Daniel J. Gross 
Dominican 
Duchesne Academy 
Gethsemane Lutheran 
Good Shepherd Lutheran 
Holy Cross 
Holy Ghost 
Holy Name 
Holy Name 
Immaculate Conception 
Mari an 
Mary Our Queen 
Mt. Calvary Lutheran 
Mount Michael Benedictine 
Notre Dame Academy 
Our Lady of Lourdes 
Pau I VI 
NEBRASKA PRIVATE SCHOOLS 
ENROLLMENTS lN THE OMAHA SMSA 
E lemenfary-
198 
387 
72 
136 
398 
615 
415 
68 
13 
36 
39 
882 
337 
467 
131 
449 
48 
492 
Pratt School Industrial Institute 32 
Sacred Heart 
St. Ada I bert 
St. Agnes 
St. Ann's 
St. Bernadette 
St. Bernard 
St. Bridget 
38 
186 
181 
128 
121 
476 
534 
198 
Secondary 
631 
1064 
75 
149 
608 
128 
633 
159 
868 
17 
481 
183 
274 
14 
12 
240 
IOI 
156 
323 
43 
738 
127 
9 
83 
382 
160 
369 
97 
56 
65 
42 
42 
102 
176 
71 
NEBRASKA PRIVATE SCHOOLS 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA (continued) 
School or District 
St. Cec i Ii a 
st. Francis Assisi 
st. Frances Cabrini 
st. Gerald 
St. Joan of Arc 
St. Margaret Mary 
St. Mary 
St. Mary's 
St. Patrick 
St. Paul Lutheran 
St. Peter's 
St. Stanislaus 
St. Thomas More 
Nebraska Private Total 
Nebraska Total Enrollment 
Elementary 
594 
85 
104 
204 
354 
436 
269 
197 
182 
106 
105 
167 
682 
10,524 
68,364 
ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL PROGRAMS - NEBRASKA 
Pub Ii c 
Mi/ Jard 
Be 11 evue 
Ralston 
Waterloo 
Omaha 
Westside 
District 67 
Total Special, Pub\ ic 
Private 
Madonna 
Pratt School Industrial Institute 
Archbishop Ryan 
Total Special, Private 
Al I Speci a I Enro/ Jment 
39 
Special 
107 
82 
29 
2 
1012 
63 
3 
1298 
60 
12 
72 
1370 
Secondary 
242 
40 
43 
108 
132 
102 
82 
72 
21 
50 
69 
231 
9,870 
50,718 
Ungraded 
33 
33 
1064 
1064 
1097 
!.'' 
PRIVATE SCHOOLS - K-8 
ENROLLMENTS lN THE OMAHA SMSA, FALL 1970 
Grade Level 
School K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Special or Ungraded 
Assumption 25 34 34 33 39 33 31 41 
Blessed Sacrament 52 62 68 62 79 64 70 79 
Boi,,s Town 2 8 8 19 35 56 83 
Browne I I Ta I bot 16 20 17 20 25 19 19 22 17 
Cardinal Spellman 70 70 68 70 60 60 
Cathedral 71 87 113 109 118 117 120 117 
Christ the King 56 58 61 87 87 66 70 89 
Cross Lutheran 11 13 12 7 9 11 5 13 4 
Duchesne Academy 5 8 13 19 
Gethsemane Lutheran 3 6 5 5 8 6 3 7 7 
Good Shepherd Lutheran 6 7 5 I 8 7 5 5 7 
Holy Cross IOI 124 123 130 144 137 123 107 133 
Holy Ghost 55 61 41 58 62 60 49 52 
Holy Name 64 70 73 89 77 94 68 88 
Immaculate Conception 17 21 25 27 21 20 18 25 
Madonna 60 
Mary Our Queen 75 73 82 69 74 76 67 60 
Mt. Calvary Lutheran 8 7 7 7 8 6 5 6 3 
Que Lady of Lourdes 59 83 57 69 83 73 68 76 84 
Pratt Schoo I Industrial 3 7 3 3 10 6 7 14 
Institute 
Sacred Heart 27 34 36 34 31 24 29 27 
st. Ada!bcrt 19 74 37 39 29 33 37 28 
St. Agnes 15 21 16 27 19 30 2¢ 18 
St. Ann 1 s 13 13 17 24 11 26 17 25 17 
st. Bernadette 80 83 88 84 80 61 59 43 
In 
St. Bernard 87 117 87 79 95 69 98 78 
st. Bridget 35 25 33 38 31 36 35 36 
St. Ceci ! ia 70 82 II 2 103 115 112 117 125 
st. Francis Assisi 10 II 20 15 16 13 19 21 
St. Francis Cabrini 9 12 10 19 24 30 18 25 
st. Gerald 31 32 38 36 36 31 
st. Joan of Ace 53 59 67 61 56 58 60 48 
St. Mary 32 48 46 49 45 49 53 49 
St. Margaret Mary 65 68 75 78 72 78 60 72 
J St. 
Mary 1s Elementary 29 30 31 37 33 37 46 36 
11 
st. Patrick 28 24 35 30 31 34 34 38 
St. Paul Lutheran 25 17 12 17 II 15 9 9 12 
I St. Peters 20 17 21 21 21 26 31 19 
i I 
'I St. Stanislaus 30 34 28 36 39 36 33 
St. Thomas More I II 110 128 112 122 99 112 119 
Subtotals, Douglas & Sarpy 242 1499 1627 1770 1812 1837 1752 1707 1766 60 
Counties, NE 
Holy Family 26 26 27 32 30 39 25 25 
Merged Parochial 58 58 57 71 54 169 CK-3) 
Subtotals, Pottawattamie 26 26• 27 90 88 96 96 79 169 
County, IA 
Totals, All Schools 242 !525 1653 1797 1902 1925 1848 1803 1845 229 
40 
PRIVATE SCHOOLS - 9-12 
ENROLLMENTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA, FALL 1970 
Grade Leve I 
School 9 10 11 12 Total Graduated 
Archbishop Rummel 150 158 171 152 144 
Archbishop Ryan Ungraded or Special 1064 268 
Boys Town 129 120 125 95 94 
Browne I I-Talbot 23 26 19 21 21 
Cathed ra I 106 95 105 90 86 
Creighton Prep 238 207 216 207 202 
Daniel J. Gross 183 151 147 
Dominican 30 58 49 46 24 
Duchesne Academy 51 79 70 42 42 
Holy Name 80 74 81 88 86 
Marian 202 182 174 180 177 
Mt. Michael Benedictine 22 28 24 9 9 
Notre Dame Academy 93 96 110 83 79 
Paul VI 86 107 81 95 93 
Pratt School Ind. Inst. 10 13 19 34 33 
Subtotals-Douglas & 1403 1404 1391 1142 1358 
Sarpy Counties, NE 
.• St. Albert Catholic 146 149 139 129 129 
Total-Al I Schools 1549 1553 1530 1271 1487 
'.,. 
41 
ENROLLMENTS IN SPECIAL PROGRAMS - IOWA 
Spec i a I : Pub I i c Specia I Ungraded 
Counci I Bluffs 316 
AvoHa 5 
Carson - Macedonia 6 
Oakland 9 
Treynor 5 
Tri -Center 10 
Walnut 3 
Total Special: Pub I ic 354 
Special: Private 
Merged Parochial 169 
Total Special: Private 169 
Al I Special Enrnl lment 354 169 
TOTAL ENROLLMENTS OF ALL PROGRAMS IN THE OMAHA SMSA 
Elementary Secondary 
Nebraska Pub Ii c 57,840 40,848 
Private 10,524 9,870 
Iowa Pub I ic 12,947 9,510 
Private 522 788 
SMSA Total Pub I ic and Private 81, 833 61 ,006 
! 
!i 
:I Special Ungraded 
Nebraska Specia I I, 370 I, 097 
Iowa Special 354 169 
SMSA Total Special 1,724 I ,266 
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DROPOUTS IN THE OMAHA SMSA 
The number of dropouts is viewed by many as a measure of the adequacy 
or inadequacy of an educational system. This may be true. Bu1- the dropout 
rate may also be a reflection of economic conditions, parental influence, 
or on the positive side, improved diagnostic methods for the identification 
of /earning problems. It also reflects the mobility of our society. The 
latter is particularly true of the Omaha SMSA. 
For example, Bel /evue has a disproportionately large number of students 
I isted in the category, "Pupi Is Who Dropped Out During the Previous Summer." 
This is a direct result of the nature of the Bel /evue community which has 
a large number of highly mobile mi /itary personnel in its population. Data 
supplied by Bellevue for this category has been omitted so as not to distort 
the percent figures. Even with this adjustment in the totals presented, 
the dropout rate ca I cu I ated from those to I a Is must be used with caution. 
As Omaha is the largest unit in the SMSA, the dropout rate of the 
Omaha Pub/ ic Schools (OPS), the largest education unit in Omaha, has an 
unfavorable effect on the SMSA dropout rate at large. It is normal for the 
urban dropout rate to be higher than that of smal /er neighboring districts, 
and the overa/ I metropolitan rate is pu/ led up by that of the relatively 
larger urban district. This is amp I ified in the Omaha SMSA as several 
of the suburban districts and almost al I of the parochial schools failed to 
provide dropout data. The enrollments of these schools are included in the 
total enrol /ment on which the rates are based. Therefore, OPS rates have 
a disproportionate effect on the SMSA rate and the rate of 2.9% is too low. 
While the aggregate rate may not be entirely accurate for the reasons 
stated above, it does provide basic information. Some components of the 
rate provide interesting opportunities for comment. The "Parenta I Inf I uence" 
category accounts for 4.3% of all dropouts. This figure is probably too 
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high as students often say "my parents want me to" instead of giving a more 
di ff i cu It yet rea I i st i c reason such as "Need at Home or Economic Necessity". 
It is also interesting that only 0.2% of the SMSA dropouts left school 
because of the "Lack of Appropriate Curriculum". The fact that OPS trans-
ferred 4,065 students to pub I ic schools or institutions under the super-
vision of its district could mean that the curriculum needs of the individual 
student are being strongly considered. If true, this is a definite plus tor 
education in the metropolitan area. 
The category of "Other Known Reasons", which comprises 34.3% of the 
adjusted total dropout figures, leaves a significant gap in the profile. 
If, however, transfers are included in this category (they were not for 
Bellevue), the gap is considerably narrowed. 
Fina I I y, to be a more usef u I measure of Omaha area education, these 
statistics should be compared to those from cities of similar size. Com-
parisons with suburban systems and national figures also should be made. 
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF SCHOOL DROPOUTS BY REASON 
TOTAL OMAHA SMSA, 1970-71 
Total % of Total % of Total 
Pup i Is Dropped Out of School Elementary Secondary Dropouts Students Dropouts 
Because of: 
Physical II I ness or Physical 
Disability 46 360 406 0.3% 9.8% 
Mental 111 ness or Mental 
Di sab i Ii ty 23 77 100 0. I% 2.4% 
Behavioral Problems or 
Reasons 33 487 520 0.4% 12.6% 
Low Achievement or Scholas-
tic Di ff i cu I ty 36 119 155 0. 1% 3.7% 
Lack of Appropriate Curriculum 3 7 10 0.0% 0.2% 
Poor Pupi I-Staff Relationships 3 7 10 0.0% 0.2% 
Poor Relationships with Fe I low 3 4 0.0% 0. 1% 
Pup i Is 
Committed to Corrective 7 47 49 0.0% I .2% 
I nsti tut ion 
Parental Influence 30 147 177 0.0% 4.3% 
Need at Home or Economic 
Necessity 59 59 0.0% I .4% 
Employment to Offset Personal 
Expenses 179 179 0. 1% 4.3% 
Marriage 133 134 0. I% 3.2% 
~ Pregnancy 2 173 175 0. 1% 4.2% 
• 
Other Known Reasons 76 I ,341 I, 417 I .0% 34.3% 
Reasons Unknown or Unobtainable 40 354 394 0.3% 9.5% 
Pup i Is who Dropped Out 1,219 822 2,041 I .4% 34.8% 
During Previous Summer* ( 160) ( 154) (314) (0.2%) (7.6%) 
Subtotals* I ,512 4,314 5,826 4. 1% 99.4% 
( 461 ) (3 642) (4 103) (2 . 9% ) (99.2%) 
Death 12 20 32 0.0% 0.8% 
Totals* I ,524 4,334 5,858 4. 1% 
( 473) (3,662) (4, 135) (2.9~) 
Total Enrollment 81, 833 61 , 006 142,839 
*Numbers l n parentheses exclude Bellevue 
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NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SCHOOL DROPOUTS BY REASON 
OMAHA PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 1970-71 
Pupi Is Dropped Out of School 
Because of: 
Tota I 
Elementary Secondary Dropouts 
% of Total % of Total 
Physica I 11 lness or Physica I 
Disabi I ity 
Men ta I I I I ness or Men ta I 
Disability 
Behavioral Problems or Reasons 
Low Achievement or Scholas-
tic Difficulty 
Lack of Appropriate Curriculum 
Poor Pupi I-Staff Relationships 
Poor Relationships with Fellow 
Pup i Is 
Committed to Corrective 
Institution 
Parenta I Inf I uence 
Need at Home or Economic 
Necessity 
Employment to Offset Personal 
Expenses 
Marriage 
Pregnancy 
Other Known Reasons 
Reasons Unknown or Unobtainable 
Pupi Is who Dropped Out 
During Previous Summer 
Subtotals 
Death 
Totals 
Total Enrollment 
35 307 
20 32 
24 322 
25 49 
3 2 
5 
2 
6 37 
22 56 
0 51 
0 122 
93 
2 140 
58 I, I 04 
36 309 
0 69 
234 2,700 
5 6 
239 2,706 
36,302 25,710 
46 
342 
52 
346 
74 
5 
6 
3 
43 
78 
51 
122 
94 
142 
I , I 62 
345 
69 
2,934 
I I 
2, 945 
62,012 
Students 
0.6% 
0. 1% 
0.5% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0. I% 
0. 1% 
0. I% 
0.2% 
0. 1% 
0.2% 
2.0% 
0.5% 
0. I% 
4.7% 
0.0% 
4. 7% 
Dropouts 
I I .6% 
I .8% 
11. 7% 
2.5% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
0. 1% 
I .5% 
2.6% 
I. 7% 
4. I% 
3.2% 
4.8% 
39.5% 
11. 7% 
2. 3% 
99.6% 
0 .4% 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SCHOOL DROPOUTS BY REASON 
TOTAL NEBRASKA, 1970-71 
Pup i Is Dropped Out of School Total % of Total % of Tota I 
Because of: Elementary Secondary Dropouts Students Dropouts 
Phys i ca I 11 I ness or Physical 
Disabi I ity 43 310 353 0.3% 9.7% 
Mental 4 11 ness or Mental 
Disabi I ity 23 40 63 0.1% I. 7% 
Behavioral Problems or 
Reasons 32 398 430 0.4% 11. 8% 
Low Achievement or Scho I as-
tic Di ff i cu I ty 36 100 136 0. 1% 3.7% 
Lack of Appropriate Curriculum 3 6 9 0.0% 0.2% 
Poor Pupi I-Staff Relationships 3 6 9 0.0% 0.2% 
Poor Relationships with Fe 11 ow 
Pupi Is 2 3 0.0% 0.2% 
Committed to Corrective 
Institution 7 41 48 0.0% 0. I% 
Parental Influence 29 62 81 0. 1% I .3% 
Need at Home or Economic 
Necessity 0 59 59 0.0% 2.2% 
Employment to Offset Personal 
Expenses 0 137 137 0.1% I .6% 
Marriage 109 110 0. I% 3.8% 
;. Pregnancy 2 160 162 0.1% 3.0% 
Other Known Reasons 76 I ,285 I , 361 I. 1% 4.4% 
' 
Reasons Unknown or Unobtainable 39 340 379 0.3% 37.3% 
Pup i Is who Dropped Out 
During Previous Summer* 160 119 279 0.2% 10.4% 
Subtotals 455 3, 174 3,619 3.0% 7.7% 
Death 8 7 25 0.0% 99.3% 
Totals 463 3, 181 3,644 3.1% 0.7% 
Total Enro I lment 68,364 50,718 119,082 
*Excludes Bellevue 47 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SCHOOL DROPOUTS BY REASON 
TOTAL, IOWA, 1970-71 
Pupi Is Dropped Out of School 
Because of: 
Phys i ca I I I I ness or Phys i ca I 
Di sab i Ii ty 
Mental I I lness or Mental 
Di sab i Ii ty 
Behavioral Problems or 
Reasons 
Low Achievement or Scholas-
tic Difficulty 
Lack of Appropriate Curriculum 
Poor Pupi I-Staff Relationships 
Poor Relationships with Fellow 
Pup i Is 
Committed to Corrective 
Institution 
Parenta I Inf I uence 
Need at Home or Economic 
Necessity 
Employment to Offset Personal 
Expenses 
Marriage 
Pregnancy 
Other Known Reasons 
Reasons Unknown or Unobtainable 
Pup i Is who Dropped Out 
During Previous Summer 
Subtotals 
Death 
Totals 
Total Enrollment 
Total % of Total % of Total 
Elementary Secondary Dropouts Students Dropouts 
3 50 
37 
89 
19 
85 
42 
24 
13 
56 
14 
35 
6 468 
4 3 
10 471 
13,469 10,288 
48 
53 
37 
90 
19 
86 
42 
24 
13 
56 
15 
35 
474 
7 
481 
23,757 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.9% 
0.2% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.8% 
0.4% 
0.2% 
O. I% 
0.5% 
o. 1% 
0.3% 
4.5% 
0.0% 
10.6% 
7.9% 
18.9% 
4.0% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
18.0% 
8.9% 
5. 1% 
2.8% 
11.9% 
3.0% 
7 .4% 
99.4% 
0.4% 
Colleges and Universities 
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SUMMARY 
Fal I term 1971 total enrollment at 29 reporting collegiate institutions in 
Nebraska was 64, 933 students. This is a decrease in enrollments of I ,584 or 2.4 
percent from last fal I and a decrease of two in the number of collegiate institu-
tions operating in the state last year. The distribution of enrollments as com-
pared to fal I term 1970 is shown below. 
No. of I 9 7 0 I 9 7 I 
Type of Institution Inst. Enrol; % Enrol. % 
Pub I ic Universities 3 34,895 52.5 35,485 54.6 
Private Universities I 4, 128 6.2 4, 172 6.4 
Pub I ic Colleges 4 12,446 I 8. 7 I I ,698 18.0 
Private Co I I eges JO 10,345 15.6 8,871 13.7 
Pub I i c Junior Co I I eges 6 3,646 5.5 3,984 6. I 
Private Junior Colleges I 318 0.5 343 0.5 
Other* 4 739 I. I 723 I. I 
Total 29 66,517 100.0 64,933 100.0 
*Adjusted to exclude part-time students at the Nebraska School of Religion who 
are ful I-time students at the University of Nebraska--Lincoln. 
Enro I I ment in pub Ii c-supported institutions equa I ed 51, 167 students or 78. 8 
percent of the total college enrollment in Nebraska. 
First-time entering freshman enrollment for this fal I totaled 14,083 students, 
a decrease of 1,649 students or 10.5 percent from fa 11 1970. First-time enrol I-
ments were distributed as fol lows. 
I 9 7 0 I 9 7 I 
Type of Institution Enrol. ! Enrol. % 
Public Universities 7,003 44.5 6,423 45.6 
Private Universities 644 4. I 663 4.7 
Pub I i c Co I I eges 2,851 18. I 2,568 18.2 
Private Co I I eges 2,763 17.6 2,237 15.9 
Pub I i c Jr. Co I I eges 2,058 J 3. I I, 774 12.6 
Private Jr. Colleges 171 I. I 184 I. 3 
Other 242 1.5 234 I. 7 
Tota I 15,732 100.0 14,083 100.0 
Source: Fal I Term 1971 Basic Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment 
statistTcs-;-iiy the Nebraska Association of Collegiate Registrars and 
Admissions Officers and the Nebraska Commission for the Higher Educa-
tion Facilities Act of 1963. 
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TABLE I 
NEBRASKA INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION--OPERATING FALL TERM 1971 
TOTAL 
HIGHEST HEAD-COUNT 
DEGREE STUDENT ENROLLMENT 
INSTITUTION LOCATION FOUNDED OFFERED NcAa BODY FALL 1971 
UNIVERSITIES 
Pub I ic Prof. 
University of Nebraskab Lincoln 1869 Ph.D. Yes Coed 21 ,541 
University of Nebraska 
at Omaha Omaha 1908 M.A. Yes Coed 12, 711 
University of Nebraska 
College of Medicine Omaha 1883 M.D. c Coed I ,233 
Private: Creighton Prof. 
University Omaha 1878 Ph.D. Yes Coed 4, 172 
M.D. c 
COLLEGES 
Pub I ic 
Chadron State Co I I ege Chadron /911 M.A. Yes Coed 2,428 
Kearney State College Kearney 1905 M.A. Yes Coed 5,601 
Peru State Col Jege Peru 1867 B.S. Yes Coed 1,001 
Wayne State Col Jege Wayne 1891 M.A. Yes Coed 2,668 
Private 
Be I I evue Co I I ege Be I levue 1966 B.A. No Coed 1,026 
i, Concordia Teachers r, College Seward 1894 M.Ed. Yes Coed I, 737 ,i;", , .. 
Dana Co 11 ege Blair 1899 B.A. Yes Coed 848 
Doane Co I I ege Crete 1872 B.A. Yes Coed 71 I 
Hastings College Hastings 1882 B.A. Yes Coed 826 
John F. Kennedy Co I I ege Wahoo 1965 B.A. No Coed 311 
Midland Lutheran 
College Fremont 1883 B.A. Yes Coed 867 
Nebraska Wesleyan 
University Li nco In 1887 B.A. Yes Coed I, 177 
The Co I I ege of Saint 
Mary O[llaha 1923 B.A, Yes Women 560 
Uni on Co I I ege Lincoln 1891 B.A. Yes Coed 808 
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TABLE I (CONTINUED) 
NEBRASKA INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION--OPERATING FALL TERM 1971 
TOTAL 
HIGHEST HEAD-COUNT 
DEGREE STUDENT ENROLLMENT 
INSTITUTION LOCATION FOUNDED OFFERED NCAa BODY FALL 1971 
JUN I OR COLLEGES 
Pub I ic 
Fairbury Junior College Fairbury 1941 A.A. No Coed 
McCook Co I I ege McCook 1926 A.A. No Coed 
Nebraska Western 
College Scottsbluff 1926 A.A. No Coed 
Northeastern Nebraska 
College Norfo I k 1928 A.A. No Coed 
North Platte Junior 
College North Platte 1965 A.A. No Coed 
PI atte Co I I ege Columbus 1968 A.A. No Coed 
Private: York Co I I ege York 1956 A.A. Yes Coed 
OTHERS 
Grace Bible Institute Omaha 1943 B.A. No Coed 
Nebraska Christian 
College Norfo I k 1945 A.B. No Coed 
Nebraska Schoo I of 
Religion (Cotner) Lincoln 1946 Cert. Yes Coed 
PI atte Va I I ey Bib I e 
College Scottsbluff 1951 B.S. L. No Coed 
aNorth Central Association, the recognized accrediting body for this region; 
'Yes r or .,.No'' indicates whether the schoo I is accredited by NCA. 
blncludes the School of Technical Agriculture at Curtis. 
CApproved by the Counci I of Medical Education and Hospitals of the American 
Medical Association. 
472 
347 
863 
691 
498 
770 
343 
525 
117 
75 
81 
Source: ~ Term .!.22..!. Basic Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment 
Statistics, by The Nebraska Association of Collegiate Registrars and 
Admissions Officers and The Nebraska Commission for the Higher Educa-
tion Facilities Act of 1963. 
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S Pub I ic Senior 
S Private Senior 
J Pub] ic Junior 
J Private Junior 
FIGURE I 
GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
FALL TERM 1970 
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v 
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V Vocational Technicol (Al I r'ubl ic) 
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::JJs 
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Source: ~ Term J2I!_ Basic Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment 
Statistics, by The Nebraska Association of Collegiate Registrars and 
Admissions Officers and The Nebraska Commission for the Higher Educa-
tion Facilities Act of 1963. 
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TABLE 11 
FALL 17J--TOTAL HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENTS BY INSTITUTION, SEX AND ATTENDANCE STATUS 
UN!VERSITIES 
Pub I ic 
UNL 
UNO 
UofN Co I of Med 
Private: Creighton 
M EN 
FULL-T!ME~RT-TIME 
1970 ]971 )970 1971 
18,976 19,736 5,947 5,561 
16,550 
11 ,288 
4,81 r 
451 
17,255 5,654 5,294 
11,774 1,803 J,866 
4,805 3,813 3,395 
676 38 33 
2,426 2,48] 293 267 
WO M E N 
FULL-TIME PART-TJME 
1970 1971 1970 1971 
TOT A L 
FULL-TIME PART-TIME 
1970 1971 1970 1971 
G R AN D 
TO TA L 
1970 1971 'I, CHANGE 
9,884 10,211 4,216 4,149 28,860 29,947 10,163 9,710 39,023 39,657 +1.6 
8,735 
6,213 
2, 148 
374 
9,094 3,956 
6,520 1,506 
2,084 2,413 
490 37 
3,842 
1,381 
2,427 
34 
25,285 
17 ,50 I 
6,959 
825 
26,349 
18,294 
6,889 
I, 166 
1,149 1,111 260 307 3,575 3,598 
9,610 9,136 
3,309 3,247 
6,226 5,822 
75 67 
34,895 35,485 
20,810 21 ,541 
13,!85 12,711 
900 1,233 
+ 1. 7 
+3.5 
-3.6 
+37 .. 0 
553 574 4,128 4,172 +I.I 
COLLEGES 11,003 9,095 1,309 1,424 8,426 8,058 2,053 1,992 19,429 17,153 3,362 3,416 22,791 20,569 -9.7 
Pub I ic 
Chadron State 
Kearney State 
Peru State 
Wayne State 
Prlvatea 
Bellevue 
Concordia 
Dana 
Doane 
Hastings 
John F. Kennedy 
Mid I and Lutheran 
Nebraska Wesleyan 
Sa f nt Mary 
Union 
5,960 
I, 147 
2,722 
612 
l ,479 
5,043 
186 
677 
435 
465 
439 
257 
455 
628 
3 
389 
5,395 
J ,044 
2, 462 
582 
1,307 
3, 700 
242 
650 
384 
456 
406 
213 
427 
583 
16 
323 
727 
210 
386 
26 
105 
582 
324 
40 
30 
5 
13 
7 
41 
28 
18 
47 
787 
233 
431 
27 
96 
637 
413 
45 
21 
12 
20 
2 
26 
35 
13 
50 
4,496 
800 
2,214 
360 
I, !22 
3,930 
64 
858 
375 
237 
391 
80 
349 
530 
382 
407 
4,289 
779 
2, 138 
312 
1,060 
3,769 
105 
903 
331 
239 
382 
91 
359 
52a 
435 
400 
1,263 
312 
548 
137 
266 
790 
187 
II O 
122 
14 
19 
8 
82 
38 
114 
50 
J ,227 
372 
570 
80 
205 
765 
266 
139 
112 
4 
18 
5 
55 
35 
96 
35 
10,456 
1,947 
4,936 
972 
2,601 
8,973 
250 
I ,535 
BIO 
702 
830 
337 
804 
I, 158 
385 
796 
9,684 
1,823 
4,600 
894 
2,367 
7,469 
347 
I ,553 
715 
695 
788 
304 
786 
I, 107 
451 
723 
I ,990 
522 
934 
163 
371 
I ,372 
511 
150 
152 
19 
32 
15 
123 
66 
132 
97 
2,014 
605 
l ,001 
107 
301 
1,402 
679 
184 
133 
16 
38 
7 
81 
70 
109 
85 
12,446 
2,469 
5,870 
I, 135 
2,972 
10,345 
761 
1,685 
962 
721 
862 
352 
927 
I ,224 
517 
893 
I l,698 
2,428 
5,601 
1,001 
2,688 
8,87! 
1,026 
1,737 
848 
711 
826 
311 
867 
I, 177 
560 
808 
-6.0 
-1. 7 
-4.6 
- I J. 8 
-10.2 
-14.2 
+34.8 
+3.1 
- r J.9 
-1.4 
-4.2 
- I J.6 
-6.5 
-3.8 
+8.3 
-9.5 
JUNIOR COLLEGES 1,991 [,892 350 427 1,156 1,220 467 445 3,147 3,112 817 872 3,964 3,984 +0.5 
Pub I ic 
Fairbury 
McCook 
Nebraska Western 
Northeastern Nebr. 
North PI atte 
Platte 
l ,849 
337 
256 
380 
338 
207 
331 
l, 734 
329 
210 
338 
301 
212 
344 
341 
II 
20 
76 
72 
71 
91 
419 
6 
30 
Bl 
91 
76 
135 
1,001 
107 
94 
247 
229 
125 
199 
1,061 
114 
83 
322 
220 
134 
188 
455 
33 
27 
145 
85 
87 
78 
427 
23 
24 
122 
79 
76 
103 
2,850 
444 
350 
715 
567 
332 
530 
2,795 
443 
293 
660 
521 
346 
532 
796 
44 
47 
221 
157 
158 
1.59 
846 3,646 
29 488 
54 397 
203 936 
170 724 
152 490 
238 699 
3,641 
472 
347 
863 
691 
498 
770 
-0. I 
-3.3 
-12.6 
-7.8 
-4.6 
+1.6 
tl0.2 
Private: York 142 158 9 B 155 159 12 18 297 317 21 26 318 343 +7.9 
OTHERS 
Grace Bible 
Nebraska Christian 
Nebr. Sch. Rel igionb 
Platte Valley Bible 
316 
225 
67 
24 
294 
205 
56 
33 
37 
30 
3 
(39) 
4 
38 
24 
6 
(48) 
8 
344 
280 
43 
21 
345 
272 
44 
29 
42 
21 
13 
{35) 
8 
46 
24 
II 
{27) 
II 
660 
505 
110 
45 
639 
477 
100 
62 
79 
51 
16 
{74) 
12 
84 
48 
17 
(75) 
19 
739 
556 
126 
(74) 
57 
723 
525 
117 
(75) 
81 
-2.2 
-5.6 
-7. I 
+1.4 
+42.1 
TOTALS 32,286 31,017 7,643 7,450 19,810 19,834 6,778 6,632 52,096 50,85] 14,421 14,082 66,517 64,933 -2.4 
CHANGE 1970-1971: 
Numerical 
Percentage 
-1,269 
-3.9 
-!93 
-2.5 
+24 
+0.1 
-146 -1,245 -339 -1,584 
-2.2 -2.4 -2.3 -2.4 
~1970 data for f.'rlvate Colleges )ncludes enrollments at J.J. Pershing and Hiram Scott Colleges; neither operated in fall 1971. 
These students were also ful I-time students at UNL and are not included again in the subtotal for OTHERS. 
Source: Fal I Term 1971 Basic Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment Statistics, by The Nebraska Association 
of CoTTe'giate Registrars and Admissions Officers and The Nebraska Commission for the Higher Education Facili-
ties Act of 1963. 
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TABLE 111 
NEBRASKA HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENTS 
FALL TERM 1970 
UNDERGRADUATE HEAD COUNT ENROLLMENTS BY ACADEMIC LEVEL 
AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION 
FRESHMEN SOPHOMORES JUNIORS SENIORS UNCLASSIFIED 
INST I TUT I ON F.T. P. T. F. T. P.T. F. T. P. T. F. T. P. T. F.T. P.T. TOTAL 
UNIVERSITIES 9,817 334 5,618 749 5,368 656 4,333 926 I ,035 2,557 31 ,393 
Pub I ic 9, 114 326 4,953 737 4, 772 631 3,917 861 1,017 2,379 28,707 
UN-L 5,317 326 3,580 190 3,759 230 2,502 279 97 537 16,817 
UNO 3,723 0 1,287 547 936 401 l ,299 582 920 J,836 I I ,531 
UN Med. 74 0 86 0 77 0 116 0 0 6 359 
1( 
Private: Creighton 703 8 665 12 596 25 416 65 18 178 2,686 
COLLEGES 6, 761 645 4, 799 288 4,095 484 3,684 737 44 360 21,897 
Pub I le 3,832 318 2,678 160 2,070 301 I, 798 470 7 32 I I ,666 
Chadron State 635 85 581 40 351 86 350 61 0 0 2, 189 
Kearney State l ,686 165 J ,321 79 J ,042 118 866 256 0 0 5,533 
Peru State 308 21 246 14 212 29 199 51 7 32 I, I J9 
Wayne State 1,203 47 530 27 465 68 383 102 0 0 2,825 
Private 2,929 327 2, 121 128 2,025 183 r ,BB6 267 37 328 10,231 
Church-re J ated 2,286 102 1,645 53 I ,618 I II 1,456 173 18 192 7,654 
Concordia 335 9 292 2 461 16 444 22 0 68 J ,649 
Dana 241 II 238 15 161 36 161 71 9 19 962 
Doane 226 0 167 0 166 0 143 0 0 19 721 
Hastings 297 13 198 4 164 2 166 3 5 10 862 
Midland Lutheran 339 6 171 4 153 5 141 19 0 0 838 
Nebraska Wesleyan 388 5 296 10 267 6 210 19 3 8 r ,712 
Saint Mary 152 23 RS 7 70 23 77 28 I 51 'i 17 
Ur1ion 308 35 198 II 176 23 114 II 0 17 893 
Non-church related 643 225 476 75 407 72 430 94 19 136 2,577 
Be! !evue 51 222 86 70 51 67 45 79 19 65 75~ 
Hiram Scott 351 0 218 0 222 0 240 0 0 37 I ,06E 
J .F. Kennedy 119 I 99 2 65 4 54 8 0 0 352 
J.J. Pershing 122 2 73 3 69 I 91 7 0 34 40L 
JUNIOR COLLEGES 2, 197 502 I ,005 176 0 0 0 0 2 120 4,00'.2 
PubJ ic 2,026 489 880 167 0 0 0 0 2 120 3,684 
Fairbury 300 40 144 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 488 
McCook 213 0 134 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 347 
Nebraska Western 481 158 207 78 0 0 0 0 0 12 936 
Northeastern Nebr. 431 120 134 28 0 0 0 0 2 9 724 
North Platte 231 39 IOI 20 0 0 0 0 0 99 490 
PI atte 370 132 160 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 699 
Private: York 171 13 125 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 318 
OTHERS 276 16 199 26 104 40 80 36 0 35 812 
Grace Bible 199 5 161 3 85 10 59 17 0 16 555 
Nebraska Christian 52 2 30 5 12 4 16 3 0 2 126 
Nebr. Sch. Religion 0 7 0 18 0 26 0 15 0 9 75 
Platte Valley Bible 25 2 8 0 7 0 5 I 0 8 56 
TOTALS 19,051 I ,497 11,621 1,239 9,567 l, ]80 8,097 I 699 081 3 072 58 104 
F.T. AND P.T. TOTALS 20,548 12,860 10,747 9,796 4, 153 
PERCENTAGES 35.4% 22.1% 18.5% 16.9% 7 .1% 
Source: Co I ( ege En ro I J men ts !.l!}_, Supplemental Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrol Jment Statistics, 
Fa I J 1970, by NACRAO and NHEFC 
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NEBRASKA HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENTS 
f="ALL TERM I 970 
UNDERGRADUATE HEAD COUNT ENROLLMENTS BY ACADEMIC LEVEL 
FRESHMEN SOPHOMORES JUNIORS SENIORS UNCLASSIFIED 
INSTITUTION F.T. P.T. F.T. P.T. F. T. P.T. F.T. P.T. F.T. P.T. TOTAL 
OMAHA SMSA 
UNO 3,723 0 1,287 547 936 401 1,299 582 920 I ,836 11,531 
UN Med 74 0 86 0 77 0 116 0 0 6 359 
Creighton 703 8 665 12 596 25 416 65 18 178 2,686 
Saint Mary 152 23 85 7 70 23 77 28 I 51 517 
Grace Bible 199 5 161 3 85 JO 59 17 0 16 555 
Bellevue 51 222 86 70 51 67 45 79 19 65 755 
Omaha SMSA Subtota I 4,902 258 2,370 639 1,815 526 2,012 771 958 2, 152 16,403 
UN-L 5 ,317 326 3,580 190 3,759 230 2,502 279 97 537 16,817 
OTHER NEBRASKA 
Chadron State 635 85 581 40 351 86 350 61 0 0 2, 189 
Kearriey State 1,686 165 I ,321 79 1,042 118 866 256 0 0 5,533 
Peru State 308 21 246 14 212 29 199 51 7 32 1, 119 
Wayne State 1,203 47 530 27 465 68 383 102 0 0 2,825 
Fairbury 300 40 144 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 488 
McCook 213 0 134 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 347 
Nebraska Western 481 158 207 78 0 0 0 0 0 12 936 
Northeastern Nebr. 431 120 134 28 0 0 0 0 2 9 724 
North Platte 231 39 JOI 20 0 0 0 0 0 99 490 
PI atte 370 132 160 37 0 0 0 0 0 0 699 
York 171 13 125 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 318 
Concordia 335 9 292 2 461 16 444 22 0 68 1,649 
Dana 241 11 238 15 161 36 161 71 9 19 962 
Doane 226 0 167 0 166 0 143 0 0 19 721 
Hastings 297 13 198 4 164 2 166 3 5 JO 862 
Midland Lutheran 339 6 171 4 153 5 141 19 0 0 838 
Nebraska Wesleyan 388 5 296 10 267 6 210 19 3 8 1,212 
Union 308 35 198 II 176 23 114 11 0 17 893 
Hirdm Scott 351 0 218 0 222 0 240 0 0 37 1,068 
J .F. Kennedy 119 I 99 2 65 4 54 8 0 0 352 
J.J. Pershing 122 2 73 3 69 I 91 7 0 34 402 
Nebraska Christian 52 2 30 5 12 4 16 3 0 2 126 
Nebr. sch. Religion 0 7 0 18 0 26 0 15 0 9 75 
Platte Valley Bible 25 2 8 0 7 0 5 I 0 8 56 
Other Nebraska Subtotal 8832 913 5671 410 3993 424 3583 649 24 383 24884 
Total Al I 30 Schools 19051 1497 1162) 1239 9567 1180 8097 1699 1079 3072 58104 
% Ratio of Class to 
Total 32.8 2.6 20.0 2. I 16.5 2.0 13.9 2.9 1.9 5.3 100.0 
Source: Col Jege Enrollments 1 70, Supplemental Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment Statistics, 
Fal I 1970, by NACRAO~d NHEFC 
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YEAR 
1961 
1962 
1963 
1964 
1965 
1966 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
TABLE V 
NEBRASK/\ HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENTS 
FALL TERM 1970 
TOTAL HEAD COUNT ENROLLMENTS BY TYPE Of INSTITUTION 
FALL TERM /970 F.I\LL TERM 1969-
UNDERGRADUATE GRADUATE PROFESSIONAL ENROLLMENT ENROLLMENT NUMERICAL % 
TYPE OF INSTITUTION TOT.II[ % TOTAL % TOTAL % TOTAL % TOTAL % CHANGE CHANGE 
UNIVERSITIES 31,393 54.0 5,332 87.5 2,299 100.0 39,024 58. 7 36,735 56.9 2,289 6.2% 
Pub I ic 28,707 (9) .4) 4,$32 (92.5) 1,256 (54.6) 34,895 (89.4) 32,501 {88.5) 2,394 7.4% 
Private 2,686 (8.6) 400 (7 .5) 1,043 {45.4) 4, 129 ( 10 .6) 4,234 ( 11.5) -105 -2.5% 
COLLEGES 21,897 37.7 764 12.5 22,66) 34.1 23,500 36.4 -839 -3.6% 
Pub/ ic J 1,666 (53.3) 764 ( JOO.OJ 12,430 (54.9) !2,468 (53. ! ) -38 -0.3% 
Private 10,231 (46.7) 10,231 (45. I l J 1,032 (46.9) -801 -7.3% 
Church-related 7,654 7,654 7,605 49 I. 1% 
Non-church-related 2,577 2,577 3,427 -850 -24.8% 
JUNIOR COLLEGES 4,002 6.9 4,002 6.0 3,617 5.6 385 10. 7% 
Pub I ic 3,684 (92. I) 3,684 (92. I l 3,281 (90. 7) 403 12.4% 
Private 318 (7.9) 318 (7 .9) 336 (9.3) -18 -5.4% 
OTHERS 8'12 I. 4 737* I.I 759 1.2 -22 -2.9% 
TOTALS 58,104 100% 6,096 100% 2,299 100% 66,424* 100% 64,61 r 100% 1,813 2.8% 
% Tota J Enrollment 87. 4% 9.2% 3.5% 100% 
* For comparison, 1970 data adjusted to exclude data from schools ~,hich did not report in 1969. 
Source: Col Jege Enrollments 170, Supplemental Report of Nebraska Higher Education Enrollment Statistics, 
faiTl970, by NACRAOarld NHEFC 
TABLE VI 
HEAD COUNT ENROLLMENTS BY TYPE OF INST I TUT ION 
FALL TERMS 1961-71 
UNIVERSITY OF PRIVATE COLLEGES STATE PUBLIC JUNIOR 
NEBRASKA SYSTEM AND UN IVERS I Tl ES COLLEGES COLLEGES TOTAL 
16,879 8,303 4,850 I, 126 31, 158 
18, 426 8,845 5,333 I ,217 33,821 
19,604 9,350 6,027 1,246 36,227 
21 ,309 10,995 7, I 12 I, 493 40,909 
24,261 12,481 8,823 I, 933 47,498 
25,534 14,907 9 ,823 2, 197 52,461 
26,797 16,682 10,856 2,490 56,825 
29,938 16,767 I I, 700 2,522 60,927 
32,501 16,361 12,468 3,281 64 ,61 I 
34,895 15,490 12,430 3,684 66,499 
35,485 14, 184 I I, 698 3,641 65,008 
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TABLE VI I 
DEGREES CONFERRED BY INSTITUTIONS 
IN THE OMAHA SMSA AND THE UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA 
INSTITUTION L-YEAR DEGRE 4-YEAR DEGREE MASTERS DEGREE PROFESSIONAL Ph.D., Ed.O. TOTAL 
A.A. B.A./8.S. DEGREE etc. 
'69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 
OMAHA SMSA 
University of Nebraska 23 29 43 1,602 1,640 l, 776 202 245 328 -- -- -- -- -- -- 1,827 1,914 2, 1:1-7 {Omaha) 
University of Nebraska -- 3 I -- -- -- -- -- -- 80 94 87 -- -- -- 80 97 88 
{Medicine) 
Creighton University -- -- -- 563 632 591 135 125 137 205 209 210 -- -- I 903 966 939 
College of Saint Mary -- -- -- -- -- 95 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 95 
Bellevue College -- -- -- -- -- 51 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 51 
Grace Bible Institute 13 27 30 46 40 43 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 59 67 73 
Omaha SMSA Total 36 59 74 2,211 2,556 337 370 465 285 303 297 -- -- I 2,869 3,044 3,393 
University of Nebraska 12 14 18 2,661 2,778 2,937 675 663 662 119 130 136 155 213 222 3,622 3,808 3,975 {Lincoln) 
TOTAL ALL SCHOOLS* 48 63 92 4,872 5,493 J,012 I ,033 I, 127 404 433 433 155°213 223 6,491 6,852 7,368 
*Excludes 1969, 1970 data from College of St, Mary and Be.lle.vue College. 
Source: Comp! led by CUA tram 1971 Higher Education General Information Survey (HEGIS) Report. 
TABLE VIII 
FOUR YEAR DEGREES CONFERRED BY INSTJTUTJON 
IN THE OMAHA SMSA AND THE UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA 
Univ. of NE Creighton _College of Bellevue Grace Bible SMSA Total Univ, of NE Total, A II 
at Omaha Universit" Saint Marv Col Jene Institute Lincoln Schools FIELD OF STUDY '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 
Agriculture -- -- -- --
--
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 139 172 239 139 172 239 
Architecture & 50 49 51 3 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 53 51 447 337 380 500 431 Engineering 
Biol.ogical Science, 17 14 25 59 
-"' 45 -- -- 3 -- -- -- -- -- -- 76 73 171 171 100 247 173 Natura I Sciences & 26 39 28 39 n 44 -- -- 4 -- -- 3 -- -- -- 65 79 138 156 158 203 223 • • • Mathemat.i cs - ~ ~
·-
-"' 
-"' Social Sciences 157 83 112 107 • 147 -- -- 13 -- --21 ,5 -- -- -- 264 293.5 348 402 379 612 678 > rr rr Business Admin, 86 103 127 93 < 129 -- -- -- -- --17 ,5 -- -- -- 179 E 273.5 362 415 433 541 E 709 0 0 Education 272 219 240 38 ~ 38 -- -- 41 -- -- -- -- -- -- 310 u 319 693 641 607 1003 g 926 0 c B.A. ~ Related 963 984 1020 135 z II 9 -- -- 24 
--
-- 9 -- -- -- 1098 - I !72 324 329 347 1422 - 1519 
Health 22 '3 12 58 65 -- -- 10 -- -- -- -- --
-- 80 87 154 147 114 234 201 Home Economics 10 33 39 --
--
-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 10 39 63 69 71 73 II O Other 73 82 122 4 4 -- -- -- -- -- -- 46 40 43 123 169 84 91 95 207 262 
Total 4 Year 1676 1640 1776 536 632 591 -- -- 95 
Denrees 
-- -- 51 46 40 43 2258 2312 2556 3115 2930 2923 5373 5242 5529 
Source: Campi Jed by CUA from !971 Higher Education Genera[ Information Survey (HEGlS) Report. 
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FOUR-YEAR DEGREE CATEGORIES SUMMARIZED IN TABLE VI 11 
I.. Agriculture 
I. Agriculture General 
2. Agronomy, Field Crops 
3. Animal Science 
4. Dairy Science 
5. Food Science 
6. Poultry Science 
7, Soi I Science 
8. Mechanized Agriculture 
2. Architecture & Engineering 
I. Architecture 
2. Engineering, Agricultural 
3. Engineering, Chemical & Petroleum 
4. Engineering, Civi ! & Transportation 
5. Engineering, Electrical 
6. Engineering, General 
7. Engineering, Industrial 
8. Engineering, Mechanical 
3. Biological Sciences 
I. Premedical, Dental, Veterinary 
2. Biology, General 
3. Botany, General 
4. Zoology, General 
5. Bacteriology 
6, Entomology 
7. Plant Pathology 
4. Natural Sciences & Math 
I . Geography 
2. Mathematics 
3. Physical Sciences, General 
4. Chemistry 
5. Physics 
6. Geology 
7. Physical Sciences, Unidentified 
8. Sciences, General Program 
5. Social Sciences 
I. General Psychology 
2. Educational Psychology 
3. Social Sciences, General 
4. Anthropology 
5, Economics 
6. History 
7. Political Science, Government 
8. Sociology 
9. History & Pol itica! Science Combjned 
10. Agricultural Economics 
I I . Socia I Work 
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6. Business Administration 
I. Business & Commerce, General 
2. Accounting 
3. Finance, Banking 
4. Marketing,. (Retailing) 
5. Rea I Estate, Insurance 
6. Secretarial Studies 
7. Trade & Industrial ·Training 
7. Education 
! • Physical Education 
2. Education of Mental Jy Retarded 
3. Speech, Hearing 
4. Education, Exceptional Children 
5. Education, Agricultural 
6. Education, Art 
7. Education, Business 
8. Education, Home Economics 
9. Education, I ndustr i a I Arts 
10. Education, Music 
I I. Education, Elementary 
12. Education, Physica!--Non-Teaching 
!3. Education, Secondary 
8. Bachelor of Arts & Related 
J. English Literature & Creative Writing 
2. Journalism 
3. Fine Arts, General 
4. Music, Sacred Music 
5. Speech & Dramatic Arts 
6. Latin, Classical Greek 
7. French 
8. Spanish 
9. German 
10. Russian 
I I . Phi I osophy 
9. Health 
1 • Oen ta I Hygiene 
2. Medical Technology 
3. Nursing 
4. Pharmacy 
5. Physical Therapy 
10. Home Economics 
I, Home Economics, General 
2. Chi Id Oeve I opment, Fam i I y Re I at ions 
3. Clothing Texti !es 
4. Foods & Nutrition 
5. Family Economics & Management 
11. Other 
I. Law 
2. Library Science 
3. Law Enforcement & Correction 
TABLE IX 
MASTERS DEGREES 
Univ. of NE Univ. of NE Creighton College of Bellevue Grace Bible SMSA Univ. of NE 
at Omaha Medicine Universitv Saint Marv Colleae Institute Total Lincoln Fl ELD OF STUDY '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 '69 '70 '71 
Agriculture 
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- --
--
-- -- -- -" -- -- -- -- -- -- 31 35 40 Architecture & 6 3 7 -- --
-- -- --
--
--
-- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- 6 3 7 53 54 38 Engineering 
Biological Sciences 3 3 I 
-- --
-- 7 -- 8 -- -- -- --
--
--
--
-- -- 10 3 9 31 31 25 Business AdmJn. 12 13 21 -- -- -- 21 16 33 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 33 29 54 22 26 38 Education 138 176 243 -- --
-- 59 40 53 --
--
--
-- -- -- -- --
-- 197 216 296 215 201 229 Health 
--
--
-- -- --
-- I --
-- --
--
--
-- -- --
-- -- --
-- -- --
34 21 21 Harne Economics 
--
-- --
--
-- --
--
-- --
--
-- --
-- -- --
-- -- -- -- -- -- 17 22 24 Humanities 11 13 17 -- --
-- 24 43 16 -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- 35 56 33 85 109 91 Natural Sciences & 
-- 9 4 -- -- -- 8 23 7 
--
-- -- -- -- --
-- -- -- 8 32 11 46 25 31 Mathematics 
Social Sciences 32 28 35 --
-- -- 15 3 20 --
--
--
-- -- --
--
-- -- 47 31 55 141 139 125 
Source: Campi led by CUA from 1971 Higher Education General Information Survey (HEGIS) Report. 
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TABLE X 
FIRST PROFESSIONAL DEGREES AND DOCTORATES 
IN THE OMAHA SMSA AND THE UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA 
FIELD OF Univ of NE Un iv of NE 
STUDY Degree Creighton Univ Col I. of Med. Lincoln 
169 170 1 71 169 1 70 1 71 169 170 '71 
Agriculture Ph. D. 9 17 11 
Biological Sciences Ph. D 24 19 17 
Business Admin. Ph. D 8 7 
Education Ed. D 52 57 71 
Ph. D 
Engineering Ph. D. 5 10 5 
Humanities Ph. D. 14 19 36 
Math & Nat. Science Ph. D. 17 38 33 
Socia I Science Ph. D. I 34 45 42 
Dentistry D.D.S. 43 48 44 36 42 59 
Law L. L.B. 62 62 62 83 88 77 
J .D. 
Medicine M.D. 66 73 73 80 94 87 
Pharmacy B.S. 34 26 31 58 49 64 
Tota I Degrees 205 209 21 I 80 94 87 274 343 422 
Source: Campi led by CUA from 1971 Higher Education General Information 
Survey (HEGIS) Report. 
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The fol low[ng art[cle has been reprinted from a histor[cal article on 
·the Riverfront. It provides an interesting comparison with current 
plans for Riverfront development. The article, written in 1919, was 
originally presented in City Planning Needs £f_ Omaha, a publication of 
the Omaha City Planning Commission. 
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CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 
CThe Proposed River Drive 
One of the principal elements of good economy is taking advantage of 
favorable opportunities. Too often do we fail fully to appreciate the full 
advantage of an opportunity until its possibility of realization has passed. 
Lack of foresight, failure to appreciate our opportunities and neglect of 
anticipating the needs of growing cities has been a too common characteristic 
of American cities. . The fine wide streets of Omaha's central business dis-
trict are unusual examples of good municipal foresight, of wise economy 
probably unappreciated by any citizen of Omaha until he visits other cities 
and learns of the tremendous sums of money being spent to acquire even a 
few wide streets such as Omaha now enjoys. Here they were created 
without cost through the foresight of a single man. 
In the PROPOSED RIVER DRIVE, Omaha is confronted with an 
opportunity that is unlimited in its physical and economic possibilities. Few 
cities possess a river-front such as Omaha with the unsurpassed views of 
the Missouri River, and no city has even fully appreciated the advantages of 
improving its water front until it has been at least partially spoiled by devel-
opment impossible to remove. 
It is a generally accepted principle of city development that rugged 
ground can seldom be used for residential or industrial purposes except at 
prohibitive expense. Often the best use of such property is for recreational 
purposes, preserving the natural beauty to prevent spoilation and unhealthy 
growth. The bluffs and great ravines which constitute much of Omaha's 
water front have great natural beauty. They cannot successfully be used 
for residence or for industries. Such small use as has been made of them is 
in the form of small shacks and for unsightly dumping grounds for refuse 
and an occasional brick yard. Already these improper uses have produced 
a deprecatory effect on adjacent properties causing a much poorer character 
of development than should occur were proper care taken to make the irreg-
ular river-front property part of a well planned park system. The land is 
cheap and no great expense need be incurred to simply preserve its natural 
attractiveness. To let it further develop with unsuitable shacks and dump-
ing grounds is to invite further depreciation and consequent loss to the city 
in taxable values of abutting areas. 
The Fontenelle Forest Association is acquiring and preserving the 
splendid river-front property immediately south of the city limits-common-
ly known as Child's Point. North of here the city has recognized the value 
of the possibilities of river-front property by having acquired Mandan Park, 
Brown Park, Spring Lake Park and River View Park. No great difficulty 
or expense would be involved in acquiring the balance of the property east 
of 13th Street and south of Missouri Avenue. 
Immediately east of the business district and to the north the river-
front is low ground partially occupied by industrial structures, railroads and 
more shacks. Here it would be possible to build a substantial and attractive 
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retaining wall balustrade with the driveway immediately adjacent, no appre-
ciable change to existing development being necessary. This would be one 
of the most satisfactory portions of the river drive since it would completely 
change the present ragged and unfinished appearance of the river-front now 
so evident to all who enter or leave the city. Already the city owns consid-
erable river-front property that will facilitate construction here while the 
present harbor lines are sufficiently distant to permit of construction of the 
driveway where the water-front is not owned by the city. 
CThe River Drive as a War Memorial 
It has been suggested that the River Drive be built as a memorial to 
Omaha's activities in the great world war. The suggestion is worthy of seri-
ous consideration. Whether built as a war memorial or not, the River Drive 
should be constructed now inasmuch as the opportunity now confronting us· 
will rapidly disappear through delay. If not developed as a war memorial 
itself, it will at least furnish desirable sites and opportunities for community 
buildings, or some such war memorial. 
War memorials in other cities are assuming such forms as community 
buildings, bridges and similar public works. These are proper expressions of 
the spirit in which we entered the war, a spirit of unselfish public service, 
and these memorials will fittingly serve to constantly commemorate that 
service. The older forms of war memorials such as the arch or monument 
more emblematic of victory and military prowess are scarcely suitable or 
desirable forms by which to commemorate what is hoped will be the last great 
war. 
Unlike many other cities Omaha is not immediately in need of a large 
centrally located community building. We do need several small commu-
nity buildings located in different parts of the city which could possibly be 
constructed as war memorials as has been suggested. Certainly Omaha is 
behind other large cities in the construction of community buildings and their 
erection now is not merely to be desired, but they would serve as most suit-
able places for maintaining and fostering the community spirit so strongly 
aroused for the first time during the war. But the thought which prompts 
the suggestion of the River Drive as. a war memorial is that in consonance 
with the large part that Omaha, and particularly the district of which Omaha 
is the metropolis, has played in the war there should be built a war memorial 
fittingly great and expressive. Here is the majestic Missouri River from 
whose water shed came the wheat, the cattle and many other of the food-
stuffs that sustained the armies as well as the populace of the Allied nations. 
Can we not therefore, in the River Drive not merely preserve here the shores 
of the Missouri River, but save and enhance for all who may come to enjoy 
the splendid views of this mighty stream. Indeed, it seems not merely an 
opportunity but an obligation. 
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The states of New York and New Jersey have united to preserve the 
shores of the Hudson from spoilation by private enterprises in order that 
they may forever be enjoyed by this and future generations. Likewise, Min-
neapolis and St. Paul have acquired the banks of the Mississippi, and Euro-
pean cities invariably preserve and ornament their water-fronts. Certainly 
none of these cities have had the natural advantages or such an inexpensive 
possibility as has Omaha in its proposed River Drive. 
Brief Description of River Drive Route 
The accompanying map on page 35 shows the location of the River 
Drive and its relation to the existing boulevards. The River Drive can well 
be said to form the basis of our boulevard system. Later developments and 
extensions of the boulevard system with proper connections to the River 
Drive make possible a system unequalled in any city of the world. Simply 
as an advertising feature the Drive would be worth many times more than it 
cost. Great cities are noted for certain monumental accomplishments in 
public works. Omaha's opportunity would not long go begging in any pro-
gressive city. 
South of Missouri Avenue and east of 13th Street it is proposed to take 
all of the property to the city limits. This area consists mostly of hills with 
great ravines leading to the river. Nothing of much value exists there today, 
but the natural beauty is rapidly being spoiled by refuse dumps and squatter 
settlements and brick yards. A few public spirited citizens have purchased 
certain tracts here to prevent further spoilation. From here access to the 
Fontenelle Forest and Child's Point tracts would be possible via Fort Crook 
(Bellevue) Boulevard. 
Within the area suggested for acquisition is Mandan Park while adjoin-
ing it on the west is the proposed Brown Park tract and N Street gulch, and 
the most attractive Spring Lake Park, which is to be enlarged. 
North of Missouri Avenue the Drive would connect with River View 
Park by acquiring the unimproved property between 13th Street and the Bur-
lington Railroad. North of River View Park the Drive would be extended 
through the old Gibson Village district to the bluffs east of the County 
Detention Home. These bluffs should be acquired, being of no practical 
value, and sufficient ground along the top taken to secure good roadway con-
struction and outlook points. Here is one of the best views of the Missouri 
River to be found. North of this bluff the Drive could descend with easy 
grade through an existing ravine passing over the Burlington Railroad south 
of Martha Street. This would be the most advantageous point for a via-
duct over the railroad leading down on the north to a spacious river front 
park immediatley south of the Union Pacific Bridge. The extensive plans for 
lake front development in Chicago are a splendid example of the character 
of park which could be here developed without great difficulty or expense. 
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From the Union Pacific Bridge north to the Iowa-Nebraska state line in 
East Omaha the River Drive would consist of a wide roadway with sidewalk 
or esplanade and simple ornamental balustrade and river wall built between 
the harbor line and existing river front buildings. This would require some 
fill as would also the park below the Union Pacific Bridge, but the city's 
refuse could be used once proper piling and reventment work was done. 
Time would be required, but there is no great haste necessary. We are build-
ing a city for future as well as for present generations. The important 
thing now is to take advantage of the opportunity before it is lost. To acquire 
the necessary right of way for the Drive now is neither a difficult nor ex-
pensive task. Delay means complete failure of this remarkable plan. 
From the river bank in East Omaha there would be two northern 
routes for the River Drive, one leading along. the east side of Winspear tri-
angle to 11th Street and thence to the future proposed entrance to Carter 
Lake Park at about 14th and Ames Avenue. The second route would pro-
ceed north from the river front to the eastern most portion of Carter Lake 
Park. The drive could then proceed through the Park and thence north along 
Florence Boulevard to the water works. This would involve a new bridge 
across the Northwestern tracks. At one time it was considered that the 
entire river front of East Omaha might be used for the River Drive, but be-
cause of the continual erosion and because of the presence of Carter Lake 
Park making a much more desirable terminus, it was considered unwise to 
attempt to include the entire East Omaha river front for purposes of the 
River Drive. This would involve considerable difficulty and expense because 
of the great mileage of the river front in East Omaha. 
North of the Water Works there exist bluffs and ravines similar to 
those in the southern part of the city. These have unusual beauty and attrac-
tiveness and could be well acquired in connection with the River Drive. 
They can never be put to any practical use either for residential or industrial 
purposes. The River Drive could make use of the present roadway along 
the river front north to Ponca Creek where the River Drive could turn west 
along Ponca Creek Road to where it would connect with the Washington 
Highway. Along the Ponca Road is some unusually attractive property that 
should also be acquired in connection with the development of the River 
D,rive. Later the terminus of the River Drive at the Washington Highway 
could be made the starting point for the further development of the boule-
vard system, especially for connections west and south outside the present 
city limits. 
Summing up briefly the many advantages of the River Drive plan they 
may be stated as follows: 
1. Taking advantage of an unsurpassed opportunity. 
2. Creating an improvement for which Omaha may become world famous. 
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3. Building of a memorial worthy of the City's best efforts. 
4. Making an asset of what would otherwise become a liability of waste 
land. 
5. Affording an unlimited opportunity for commemorating the city's his-
tory and its men and women who performed a distinguished service. 
The City Planning Commission recommends that a popular motor bus 
service be established on the Boulevard system and on the proposed River 
Drive when finished, giving the people an opportunity to see and enjoy the 
natural scenery along our Boulevards and Parks and the River Drive. 
Aside from motoring this water front development provides a conven-
ient outing place, some part of which will be within easy walking distance 
of fully one-half the population of Omaha. 
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